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Jovis^ 8 ® die Mali, 1845 . 



Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed to inquire and report whether any and 
which of the Standing Orders which are enforced in the case of Railway Bills in Great 
Britain are -unnecessary, and ought to be dispensed with in the case of Railway Bills in 
Ireland r — And that the Committee do consist of — 



Sir George Grey. 

Lord Granville Somerset. 
Sir Thomas Fremantle. 
Mr. Labouchere. 

Mr. French. 

Mr. Estcourt. 

Mr. Strutt. 



Mr. Wilson Patten. 

Mr. Warburton. 

Sir William Somerville. 

Ml’. Greene. 

Mr. Rediugton. 

Mr. George Alexander Hamilton. 



Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for Persons, 
that Five be the Quorum of the Commitlee. 



Papers and Records ; and 



Veneris, 9 “ die Man. 



Oriferai, That Sir Robert Ferguson and Mr. Gregory be added to the number ot tie 
Committee. 



Veneris, 23 ” die Mail. 

Ordered, That the Committee have power to report their Observations, together with tie 
Minutes of the Evidence taken before them, to The House. 



THE REPORT 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE - 
MINDTES OF EVIDENCE 



p. iii 
p. iv 

p. 1 
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report. 



THE SELECT COMMITTEE appointed to inquire and report whether any 
which of the Standing Oeders which are enforced in the case of 
Railway Bills iq Great Britain are unnecessary, and ought to be dis- 

pensedythmthe case of Railway Bills in Ireland; Have considered 

the Matters to them referred, and agreed to the following KEPORT.— 
VT” OUR Committee have examined several Witnesses nf Pnr>Eirior<.i,i 

1 fSSr " 

J D fJrder, No. 23, are to be deposited by the Promoters of an v 

a scale of existence of the Ordnance Map of Ireland, which is on 

tagr^hes frorn tt 1 V “'"r disadvan- 

mZTa^s of toi^ T experienced 

any parts of Scotland, and in some parts of England and Wales. 

mittee" S'T'ibf Chairman of the Standing Orders Com- 

subieetefnr^vi*^ 1 f .’i! which Railway projects are 

the ^neto^il mtrodaction of the Bills into the House, Ld as to 

fied from b;F« myestigation is conducted. They are satis- 

St^"t^th TheTo^^ R® other witnesses who have been 

casefnf ^ * conduct of Railway BiUs, that due aUowanee is made for 

of apecidi™Tator““ ' Standing Orders, arising from circumstances 

anihemtirrf °f opinion, that no sufficient ground exists for 

from tWe of Rn^'’ ‘o MsE Railway Bills, as distinct 

received ar Scotland. Most of the suggestions which they have 

SpeL to ® of these suggestions 

ty Stand;..! *“ deserve consideration in any future revision of 

a Commute! ‘fray recommend, that, in the event of the appointment of 

years WnnmWft" The House of late 

Eridel^?e ann*°!f a general revision of the Standing Orders, 

e appended to this Report should be referred to that Committee. 

23 Afqy 1845. 
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PROCEEDINGS OF SELECT COMMITTEE 



PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE. 



Veneris, 9° die Mali, 1845. 



PRtSENT : 



Sir George Grey. 

Lord Granville Somerset. 
Mr- F. French. 

Mr. Redington. 

Mr. Greene. 

Mr. Hamilton. 

Mr. Wilson Patten. 



Mr. Warburton. 

Sir Robert Ferguson. 
Mr. Labouchere. 

Sir W. Somerville. 

Sir Thomas Fremantle. 
Mr. Estcourt. 



Sir Geoige Grey called to the Chair. 

Mr. Charles Tarrant, a Civil Engineer, called in, and examined ; vide Short-hand Notes. 
Mr. Charles Vlgnoles, Civil Engineer, called in, and examined ; vide Short-hand Notes. 

Matikcw Barrington, Esq., called in, and examined ; vide Mr. Joseph Gurney’s Short- 
hand Notes. 



Vatrick David Jejfers, called in, and examined ; vide Short-hand Notes. 



[Adjourned to Monday sevennight, at One o’clock. 



Lunee, die Mail, 1845. 



PRESENT ; 



Sir George Grey. 
Mr. Labouchere. 
Mr. F. French. 
Mr. Greene. 

Mr Strutt. 



Mr. Warburton. 

Sir W . Somerville. 
Mr. Gregory. 

Sir Robert Perguson. 
Mr. Wilson Patten. 



Mr, George L. Smyth (a Parliamentary Agent), called in, and examined j vide Mr. Joseph 
Gurney’s Short-hand Notes. 

Sir Jb7/uJl/acnei7/, Civil Engineer, called in, and examined^ vide Mr. Joseph Gurney’s 
Sliort-hand Notes. 



Captain W. Mootsom, called in, and examined; vide Short-hand Notes. 

Mr. Bobert S. Palmer, Solicitor, called in, and examined ; vide Short-hand Notes. 

Mr. James Hannyngton, Civil Engineer, called in, and examined ; vide Sliort-hand Notes. 



[Adjourned to Wednesday, Half-past Two o’clock. 



Mercurii, 21® die Mail, 1845. 



PRESENT : 



Sir George Grey. 
Mr. Labouchere. 
Mr. Warburton. 
Mr. F. French. 



Mr. Redington. 

Mr. Estcourt. 

Sir W. Somerville. 
Mr. Wilson Patten. 



Mr. Fitzsteplien French (a Member of the Committee), examined ; vide Mr. Thomas Gur- 
ney’s Short-hand Notes. 



Mr. Estcourt (a Member of the Committee), examined ; vide Short-hand Notes. 



[Adjourned till To-morrow, at Three o’clock. 



Jovis, 
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ON RAILWAY BILLS (IRELAND). 



Jovis, 22*’ die Mail, 1845. 



Sir Geoi^e Grey. 
Mr. Greene. 

Mr. F. French. 

Mr. Warburton. 

Mr. Wilson Patten. 
Mr. Laboucheie. 



PRESENT : 



Mr. Redington. 

Lord G. Somerset. 
Mr. Estcourt. 

Si; Robert Ferguson. 
Mr. Strutt. 



The Chairman read to the Committee the Draft of a Report prepared by him. 

Mr. French read to the Committee the Draft of a Report prepared by him. 

Question proposed, — “ That the Report prepared by Sir George Grey, and which has been 
read to the Committee, be adopted as the basis of the Report to The House, subject to 
corrections.” 

Amendment proposed, to leave out the words “ Sir George Grey,” and to insert Mr. 
French” instead thereof. 

Question put, — “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part.” 

The Committee divided : 



Ayes 10. 

Mr. Estcourt. 

Mr. Greene. 

Mr. Strutt. 

Mr. Redington. 

Mr. Warburton. 

Mr. Labouchere. 

Mr. Wilson Patten. 

Lord Granville Somerset 
Sir Robert Ferguson. 

Sir W. Somerville. 



Noes - - - 1. 
Mr. French. 



So it was resolved in the affirmative. 

First paragraph of Sir George Grey’s Report again read, and amended by the Committee. 
Question put, — That the first paragraph, as so amended, stand part of the Report.” 



Ayes - - - 6. 
Mr. Estcourt. 

Mr. Strutt 
Mr. Warburton. 

Mr. Labouchere. 

Mr. Wilson Patten. 
Lord G. Somerset. 



Noes - - - 4. 
Mr. French. 

Mr. Redington. 

Sir Robert Ferguson. 
Sir W. Somerville. 



So it was resolved in the affirmative. 

Second paragraph of Report amended, and agreed to. 

Last paragraph of Report read, and amended. 

Question put, — That the said paragraph, as so amended, stand part of the Report” 
The Committee divided : 



Ayes - - - 6. 

Mr. Estcourt 
Mr. Strutt 
Mr. Warburton. 

Mr. Labouchese. 

Mr. Wilson Patten. 

Lord Granville Somerset. 



Noes - - - 2. 
Mr. French, 

Mr. Redington. 



So it was resolved in the affirmative. 

Question, — That the Chairman do make the Report, as amended, to The House.” 
Agreed to. [Adjourned. 
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LIST OF WITNESSES. 



Veneris, 9° die Mail, 1845. 

Mr Charles Tarrant - -p. 1 

Mr. Charles Vignoles - - - - - - - - -p. 8 

Matthew Barrington, Esq. - - - - - - - -p. 15 

Mr. Patrick David Jeffers - - - - - - - -p. 15 

Luwb, 19° die Man. 

Mr. George Lewis Smyth - - . . - - . - p. 24 

Sir John Macneill - - - - - - . _ -p. 27 

Mr. Sobert Samuel Palmer - - . . - . _ -p. 29 

Captain W. S. Moorsom. - - - - - . . -p. 31 

Mr. James C. Hannyngton - - - . . . . -p. 39 

Mercuru, 21° die Mali. 

Fitzstephen French, Esq., M. P. - - . - - . . p. 41 

Thomas B. G. Estcourt, Esq., M.P. - - - - . - p. 43 
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ON RAILWAY BILLS (IRELAND/ 



DRAFT REPORT, \ ^ 

Proposed by Mr. French, and negatived by the 



Youk Committee, feelingthat the subject referred to them is of great importance in reference 
to the establishment of Railway communication in Ireland, which is required to develope 
the resources of that country, have thought it advisable to ascertain from engineers and other 
competent persons their opinion as to the advantage of making any alteration in the Stand- 
ing Orders of the House in the case of Railway Bills in Ireland. 

It appears to your Committee from the evidence so taken (to which they refer), that the 
application of the Standing Orders to the cases of Railways in Ireland is rendered much 
niore difficult than in England, from the following circumstances • viz. 

That the harvest in Ireland is much later than in England ; and the engineers state that 
they cannot commence their surveys until the ground is cleared, which is not before the 
month of October; there is, therefore, a shorter available period in Ireland than in England 
to complete those preliminary measures which are required by the Standing Orders, although, 
from the circumstance of October and November being usually rainy months in Ireland, 
more time in reality is needed for the purpose than in England. 

In addition to this, more labour is required for the preparation of Plans and Books of 
Reference,* in consequence of the minute subdivisions of property and the great number of 
derivative interests. * 



It appears by the evidence taken before your Committee, that there are sometimes as 
many as 60 inclosures to be compressed within two inches on the Plans; and, in some 
instances, the subdivisions of property in Ireland are so minute as to reader it impossible to 
mark them in the Plan pursuant to the 24th Standing Order, and that at times it is necessary 
to have recourse to a magnifying glass to insert the number in the Plans so as to designate 
them in the Book of Reference. 

On one line of Railway in Ireland it was also proved that there were 3,009 inclosures in 
the distance of 67 miles. 



That the difficulty of ascertaining the owners of lands proposed to be taken was also 
proved to your Committee ; as an example of which it may be stated, that in respect of one 
field of three acres there were nine parties between the owner in fee and the occupier. In 
pother ease, there were found to be 40 or 50 joint occupiers in one of the inclosures kid 
down on the plan, independent of owners and lessees. 

Your Committee, on considering the subject committed to them, are of opinion, that the 
time required by the Standing Orders, No. 23 and 23% of the House, for depositing with the 
erk of the Peace of every county through which a Railway is proposed to pass a Plan 
M uplicate and Book of Reference, should be extended from the 30 th day of November 
0 1 e 31st day of December ; and the promoters should only he required to deposit with the 
r of the Peace of each county such portion of the Plan as shall describe the line or 
SI nation of that portion of the work, and the lands in or through which it is to be made, 
maj^Qtained, varied, extended or enlarged, situate within such county ; and the Book of 
Such Plan, ought to refer only to the land and property within such 

j limited by the 17th Standing Order for making application to the owners, 

and occupiers of lands and houses intended to be taken for the purposes of a 
Jan^^^ be extended from the 31st day of December to the 31st day of 



52, 63, 54, 55. S®, 57» 6o, 6l. 98, 99. Vignoles, 139, 140. 156. 18; 

277,278' 415. 370 to 373. Palmer, 5 u. Sir J. McNeill, 469. Barrington, 27* 
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Capt. Moorsom, 
P- 8, 53«- 53t- 



Capt. Moorsom, 
536- 55t-54fi- 552- 
Vignoles, 193. 
Tarrant, 1 8. 24. 
26. 30. 



Vignoles, 140. 183. 



Moorsom, 570. 
Tarrant, from 50 
to 61, and 98, 99. 
Tarrant, 9. 



Tarrant, 98- 



Jeffers, 370. 
Tarrant, lol. 
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From the evidence adduced before your Committee, it appears that parties havino- no 
interest in any projected line of Railway are allowed to present and prosecute petidons 
against Bills on the ground of non-compliance with Standing Orders, for the’mere object of 
obtaining a bribe fronx the promoters of a Bill, and that such a practice is in the opinion of 
the Committee highly reprehensible. 

Your Committee would therefore recommend that no person or persons, bodies corporate 
or others, ought to be allowed to present any petition against leave to bring in a Railway 
Bill, unless such pereon or persons, bodies corporate, or others, have some Iona fide interest 
in laud or other property intended to be taken for the purposes of the proposed Work inas- 
much as the Standing Order enabling parties to be heard before Sub-Committees with 
respect to non-compliance with Standing Orders, was not intended to refer to any parties 
except those who had really sustained some injury in consequence thereof, and that the 
proper tribunal before which competing lines are to be heard is the Committee on the Bill 
where alone the merits of such works can be investigated. ' 

Your Committee, however, recommend, that the modifications of the present system of 
Standing Orders suggested by your Committee for adoption should be submitted to the 
Select Committee for Private Bills which sits at the end of the Session, to consider how they 
would affect the efficient working of the Standing Orders as now existing, and how far the 
other suggestions made by the witnesses ought or ought not to be adopted. 
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 



Veneris, 9" die MaU, 1845. 





PRESENT : 




Lord Granville Somerset. 
Mr- Kedington. 

Mr. Greene. 

Mr. French. 

Mr. Wilson Patten. 




Mr. Gregory. 

Mr. Warbin-ton. 

Sir Robert Ferguson. 
Mr. Estcourf. 

Sir William Somerville. 



I wii Ti iLiiam kjumerviue. 

THE EIGHT HONOURABLE SIR GEORGE GREY, BARONET, 
IN TKE Chair. 



Mr. Charles Tarrant \ Examined. 



1. ARE you an engineer? — Yes. 

2 . Ifeiding g^erally in Ireland ?-Eesiding in Ireland ; I am engineer to the 

my time to my father, who is engineer to the 

3- Hare you been employed on behalf of any Eailway Companies durinff the 
last year in preparing to bring Bills before Parliament ?-I have been employed 
under Captain W. S. Moorsom, on behalf of the Irish Great Western from Dublin 
to Ualway, to get up the plans and portions of the survey. 

4- Any others ?— Not this year, hut I have within the last two years. 

5.. Has your attention been called to the Standing Orders which prescribe 
bSTpmUM ™t ? Tt^h comply with before they bring their Bills 

in complying with the Standing Orders, on 
who have employed you ?— I have found great difBcultv, 
T nnder me have found great difficulty in ascertaining the 

w-u occupiers of portions of the property, 

to 'll! 1 “i Standing Order 1 7, page 20, and the Appendix referred 

which thf ™ Standing Order under 

Order y™ imve averted have arisen ? — No ; the Standing 

nidi a r 1 ^ allude is that which compels the Promoters of a Line to frir- 

th'p occupiers previous to the 30th of November: 

No. 23 December gives yon a longer period ; I think that is Standing Order 

mch Standing Order? — “Ttat a plan, and also a duplicate of 

insnpJfioTt’ inches to a mile, be deposited for public 

sinn i,. V office of the clerk of the peace for every county, riding or divi- 

countr It, Q ^ 1 ^ ? Ireland, or in the office of the principal sheriff-clerk of every 
tainp/ through which the work is proposed to be made, main- 

extended or enlarged, on or before the 30th day of November, 
shall m /I Session of Parliament in -which application for the BiU 

work 1 ^ j plans shall describe the line or situation of the whole of the 

extended or a^i through which it is to be made, maintained, vai-ied, 

shall ho through winch every communication to or from the work 

owners or ron’ ^ of reference, containing the names of the 

^espectivplv lessees or reputed lessees and occupiers of such lands 

h ^ 0 . in the case of Bills relating to turnpike roads, cuts, canals, 
A reservoirs 
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Mr. C, Tarrant. 
9 May 1845. 



3 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE BEFOHE SELECT 

Mr C Tarrant reservoirs, aqueducts and railways, a section and duplicate thereof, as hereinafter 

_J ’ described, shall likewise be deposited with such plan and duplicate.” 

9 May 1845. Q. Will you be good enough to state more particularly the nature of the diffi. 

culties which you have encountered in complying with that Standing Order ?-lii 
the district west of the Shannon, the subdivisions of property there are so exceed- 
ingly small, and the population so great, that we have experienced much difficulty k 
ascertaining the correct names of the owners, lessees and occupiers of the prop^ 
through which we passed. In some places we were deceived ; we were put to 
great trouble and expense to collect that before the 30 th of November. There 
were frequently men holding plots of ground— you could not call them gardens; 
they did not come under the portion that the enlarged plan covered; and the snb- 
divisions were so numerous, that you would be obliged, as we were, to put in tie 
numbers to designate them with a magnifying glass. You could not by any other 
mode get in the number on the plans so as to designate them in the bookrf 
reference, without ha^ung recourse to mechanical means. 

1 o. Your objection is not limited to the difficulty of finding out all the owneis, 
lessees and occupiers prior to the 30 th of Niovember, but you think it is difficult 
to do it at all within any period ?— It is under that particular Standing Order 
that we have prior to the 30 th of November. The other Standing Order referj 
more to the lawyers’ portion of the duty. 

1 1 . That is not a case within your cognizance ? —No. 

12. IMr. TVoThuTtoii^ Do you mean that it is the restriction of time to the 
30 th of November that constitutes a part of the difficulty? — Not so much as the 
difficulty to ascertain the correct occupiers and owners in those very small divi- 
sions of property. 

13. When you speak of having to use a magnifying glass, do yon make use tf 
the Ordnance six-inch map 1 — Yes. 

14. You have facilities fi-om the Ordnance map in Ireland which they have art 
in England, because you have that six-inch map to operate upon ?— Yes ; but tha 
would°only show that if a difficulty exists with a six-inch map, how much more 
would it be if we adopted the minimum scale recommended by the Standii^ 
Orders, which is four inches to a mile ; that difficulty would be increased consi- 
derably if it were not for tbe Ordnance map. 

1 5. When did you begin to inquire into the actual owners, lessees and occd* 
piers, and to serve notices pursuant to the Standing Ordei-s? — Notices are not 
served previous to the 30 th of November; the notices are served afterwards; w 
commenced operations in October. 

16. You commenced operations to discover who were the reputed and actnol 
owners, and the reputed and actual lessees and occupiers in October ?— Yes. 

17. Ijord Gf'anvil/e So?nersei.] What part of October ?— About the middled 
October. 

18. Mr- Warburton.'] There is no restriction, according to the Standing Ordeis, 
to the time when you may begin, if you think proper, to make those inquiries W 
ascertain the owners and occupiers r — Certainly there is not; but you cannot 
to conduct a survey in any country when the crops are on the ground. 

1 9. What was the actual number of owners, lessees and occupiers, and the ny®; 
ber of names which you had to discover for the purpose of notices upon that liw-' 
—I think there were upwards of 2 , 000 . 

20. What was the number of tenements? — Upwards of 2 , 000 . 

21. Then, as there would be to each tenement, very often, both owner, 
and occupier, or even several owners, lessees and occupiers for each tenement,® 
number of names would exceed 2,000 ? — I cannot exactly say, precisely ; I 
not wish to give the Committee anything but what is quite accurate. 

22. What is the length of the line to which you are referring ? — The , 

our entire line is 115 miles; I cannot say precisely the number of occupiers 
lessees ; but I can burnish the Committee with it. The length I was particnl^ 
coneemed with was 56 miles ; that was the portion west of the Shannon, 
which is much more densely populated than the other side. 

23. According to your experience, during this last year, what time would 
been necessary to make those inquiries for the purpose of serving 

as to do the work efficiently ? — I certainly consider that, commencing in OcW 
I had sufficient time to have done the work correctly. - ■ - 
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COMMITTEE ON RAILWAY BILLS (IRELAND), 3 

24. Mr. Gregory.^ YV hat is the earliest time you could have commenced with 

reference to the crops ? — YYe could not have commenced sooner than the be An- 
nin;? of October. ® 

25. Mr. Warhurton.'\ Owing to the crops being on the ^ound ? Yes 

2C. Is it impo.ssible to do the work when the crops are there ?— If there are 
standing crops you cannot go and destroy people’s property; and y.ru cannot make 
those inquiries without you do so. 

27. Mr.Grcrae ] Do you apprehend that it is invariably the practice to begin 

the surveys at so late a period?—! believe it will be found that the surveys for 
most railways are never commenced till the crops are removed • preliminarv 
surveys may be made in the spring, such as taking trial sections ; but the final 
survey is seldom thought of by any Company till the end of the year 

28. Is not the marking out of the general line frequently done during the 

spring?— Yes; to take trial sections, and to see the general country through 
which you are likely to pass. ■' ® 

29. So that you know generally the nature of the country throu<^h which the 
line IS to pass, though you may not know so accurately the surface of the <rround 
as would be required for sections and minute works?— No; that M'ould\e an 
inquirj- that you would not be called upon to make at that time. 

30. You prepare, in point of fact, in the spring, a survey of the general line over 
which the railway will pass ?— Yes ; the direction of the country through which it 
will pass,_but nothing further beyond a mere trial section. 

31. M ould you not at that period make a sufficient survey to know what was 
the line over which the railway was to pass ?~Yes ; but you would not have taken 
any notice whatever of the properties, or to whom they belono-ed. 

32. If you knew at that time what was the ground which was to be occupied 
with the railway, why should you not have availed yoiuself of the interval to 
inform yourself of the persons to whom the property belonged ?— If the question 
IS with respect to oui* present line, I was thoroughly in possession of the line 
that It would take, having made a previous examination of it in the year 183 d 
1 knevy the direction of the country that it would take, having levelled and con- 
ducted a survey over a portion of it. 

33 - M'ould it not be easy for you in the spring to take a survey of the line, so 
as to know what portion of ground would be occupied by the railway ; and would 
not that give you sufficient time to learn who were the ownem, lessees and 
occupiers.— Decidedly ; if you commence in the spring, you can go through all 
those operations. “ ® 

f T^i great fluctuation in the property in the west 

ot Ireland, so that the aspect of a great portion of the countiy might be changed 
y the autumn as to the subdivisions ? — The subdivisions might be changed, and 
not only that, but the occupiers that may be in possession in the spring, probably 
may go out in May. It is in May and November, or in March and September, 
that generally the occupiere change in Ireland. 

35 - Have you had any experience of English surveys, so as to form any com- 
^nson ot the relative number of holdings or occupations on a given number of 
es of Irish railway as compared with the same number on an English railway? 
lave not been engaged in conducting surveys in England ; I have been con- 
■'vorks on English lines, and I know that on the line that I was connected 
1 was quite a different thing compared with Ireland ; there are not here the 

same number of subdivisions. 

the ^ If on a trial survey you went to the expense of inquiring 

names of the owners, lessees and- occupiers, might it not happen that the line 
opon would be different froni the one taken upon the trial survey, 
Ma t would therefore incur very unnecessary expense by doing that? — 

8 ecidedlj, unless you fix at the time the line that you take. 

Y^' Granville Somerset.'] You were engaged upon the survey of 56 miles ? 



20 W* l>art °f yourself?— No. 

Under some person under you was surveyed by parties 

course, can tell the Committee whether or no the whole of that 
man surveyed, or whether it was laid down upon the Ordnance 

^uole of the line was laid down by me on the Ordnance jiiap. 

A 2 ' 4T. Was 



Mr. C. Tarrant. 
9 May 1845. 
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Mr. C. Tarratii. 
g May 1845. 



41. Was it subsequently accurately surveyed by yourself or by your assistants? 

— My assistants surveyed it accurately afterwards. \ 

42. When did you complete the survey ? —The survey was completed about ^ 
the 16 th of November. 

43. How long had they been surveying ; about a month? — About a month. 

44. Did you find any difficulty in the survey ; was there any opposition to your 
going upon the land ?— I cannot say that there was any opposition, because the 
parties were most willing that the survey should go on. 

45. You had every facility in making the survey, as far as the occupiers aod 
proprietors were concerned? — Yes; I cannot complain of that, except in one 
instance we were put to a little trouble for one gentleman ; our trial line ran 
through some of his ornamental grounds, and we had to change it. 

46. Enlarged plans are required under certain circumstances; bad you occa- 
sion often to prepare an enlarged plan in compliance with the 24 th Standing 
Order ? — In a great many instances. 

47. There being pleasure-grounds ? — No, we do not pass through any pleasure 
grounds, 

48. But the line going close to the residences of persons? — Coming in the vici- 
nity of villages. 

49. The 24 th Standing Order directs, “ That in all cases, excepting where ik 

whole of such plan shall be upon a scale of not less than a quarter of an inch to 
every 100 feet, an additional plan of any building, yard, court-yard or land within 
the curtilage of any building, or of any ground cultivated as a garden, either on 
the original line, or included within the limits of the said deviation, shall be kid 
down on the said plan, or on the additional plan deposited therewith, upou ascak 
of not less than a quarter of an inch to every hundred feet have you had many 
occasions in which you w'ere obliged to comply with that particular Standicg 1 
Order ? — ^Yes, a good number. f 

50. Were you enabled to make all the subdivisions of property in compliance i 
with that Standing Order?— No ; in some instances we could not mark the sabdi- i 
visions of property in accordance with this, from their being so exceedingly minute, # 
especially in the town of Loughrea. 

51. Are there no divisions in any part of England so minute as those divisiam j. 
which you are now alluding to ? — No, I have never seen anytliing in England » r 
small. 

52. You have never seen anything so small in England as you find in Ireland!- > 

I never have. y 

53. What do you call a small subdivision? — Yards, gardens, out- offices, and 

houses where there would he four or five families all collected in a space perbap ( 
not the size of this room. f 

54. You mean to say that four or five families, several houses, and several yattb 
and gardens, have been in a space not more than the size of this room ? — <, 
instances of that we had in Loughrea. 

55. Is that very frequently the case? — There are many villages to the vest | 
of the Shannon where there are families residing in that way on very small 
holdings. 

56. Will you have the goodness to state the dimensions of what you would 
consider a small garden ground, how many feet square, or how many feet long, and 
how many feet broad ? — I can state that some of those where there were three « 
four families in them, were not above 20 feet long, and about 10 feet wide. 

.57. The question is as to gardens; what do you call such a very minute garden^ 
— I call a perch of garden very small. 

58. From your experience in England, should you say that there are no such | 
small gardens as a perch of ground ? — I have never seen any so small as a 
of ground. 



59. What do you call a small yard?— Something like seven feet square. 

do. Aud the house, how mauy feet square is that? — About 14 feet by 10 . 

61. It is very inconvenient to delineate all those upon the map ? — -It k 
eeedingly so. 

52 . Are you prepared to say that railways should be carried through thos 
habitations where four or five families are living, without any previous notice tb: 
such is about to be the case ? —Certainly not. 

63. Then having explained the grievance, can you suggest a remedy? 
notice would you give to those five or six families before you turned them out 
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the streets? — We are obliged, under the Standing Orders, to lodge parochial 
i.lans. I pai’ochial plans lodged be laid down on a scale of 

luccli larger dimensions than the Standing Ordei-s require, and the difficulty could 

frot over by serving all the parties separately. 

64. You are for giving them aU notice ? — Yes. 

65. And for making sufficient plans to explain how the line will affect them ? 

In the parochial plans. 

66. Is there an^hing in the Standing Orders to prevent your making a larger 
plan?— The Standing (Jrder gives you a minimum scale, below which you ai-e not 
to reduce it, but the Standing Order does not prevent your making as large a 
scale as yon think proper. 

67. Then what alteration do you wish to make in the Standing Order upon that 
subject?— Those parties having those very minute holdings are not likely to go to 
the court-houses in the several counties to ascertain how their property will be 
affected, and therefore I would recommend that in the parochial plans lodged after 
the 30 th of November, enlarged plans, of such dimensions as the House may think 
fit, shall he lodged for their ins]>ection. 

68. First of all you propose that the county plan shall not include those small 
buildings, but that the parochial plans shall? — Yes. 

69. Upon what scale would you propose that the county plan shall be diawn ? 
— As it is at present. 

70. Upon what scale do you propose that the parochial plan should be drawn ? 
— At least double the scale which is now used. 

71. There your wish is to enlarge the scale, not to diminish it.^ — To enlarge 
the parochial scale. 

72. But there is nothing at this moment to prevent your drawing it upon a 
larger scale? — There is nothing whatever. 

73. What would be the difference in point of expense, supposing the county 
scale was enlarged sufficiently to meet your views ? — It would cause considerably 
more work to the draughtsman in drawing the plans upon those enlarged scales, 
and in consequence an increase of expense according to the extra time. 

74. Yon cannot state what would be the increase of expense? — For the 
draughtsman alone it would double the expense. 

75. Have you formed an opinion upon what scale those small tenements ought 
to be drawn ? — I thiulc those small holdings ought to he drawn on a scale of not 
less than four perches to an inch. 

76. They are now required to be a quarter of an inch to every hundred feet j 
what would be the enlargement that you would propose upon that? — A scale of 
€6 feet to an inch for those very small holdings. 

77. Mr. IVarhirtonJ] Are all the buildings that existed at the time of making 
the Ordnance map laid down upon that map ? — The buildings may be, but the 
subdivisions of those buildings are not; they may have the line of street laid* 
down, but not the subdivisions. 

78. Lord Granville Somerset."] What do you mean by the subdivisions? — 
bios. 1, 2 , 3 , 4 , 6, 6 ; they are not in those cases subdivided. 

79 - Mr. Warburton.] Ihe scale of the Ordnance map is not quite, but very 
nearly, equal to half the scale required by the Standing Orders for the enlarged 
plans?— Very nearly. 

80. What greater time would it take you to make a similar survey in Ireland 
if you bad not already the six-inch Ordnance map to operate upon ? — I think it 
would increase the difficulty of parties laying out lines of Railway, if they had 
not the Ordnance map, by at least double the time now used; or they would be 
0 hged, which would be the same thing, to put on a greater staff. 

You could not have undertaken to do this work in so short a time as you 

id It, if you had not had the Ordnance map to work with ? — Yes, I could have 
doubled the staff 

82. But still it saves you about half the labour? — Decidedly. 

03 ; Mr. Fi'ench!] From your previous knowledge of that ground, having been 
over It in 1836 and made preliminary surveys, do you consider that you had suffi- 
<iien time to effectually complete your survey ? — I consider that I had time. 

4 * Mr. JVilson Patten.] You have stated that in this particular map you 
th f buildings that were upon tlie Ordnance survey; on reflection, is 

n quite the case? — We lodged the Ordnance survey ; we made use of it as a 

document. 

^* 5 - ^ 2 85. Chainnan.] 



Mr. C. Tarrant. 



9 May 18^5. 
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85. Chairman^ You adopted the Ordnance survey as your map, and put yom * 
figures upon it?- Yes, I did. 

86. You stated that you had been obliged to fill in the figures upon the map 
with a magnifying glass : have you the map here ? — I have. —\The Witness pro- 
duced the map."] 

87. This is the Ordnance map, and you have inserted on the Ordnance map 
your own line? — Yes. 

88. Consequently the existence of the Ordnance map saved you a great deal 
of trouble r — It certainly did. 

89. And it is upon a larger scale than the Standing Order requires ? — It is; 
if we had adopted the scale laid down by the Standing Orders, we could not have 
done it. 

po. It was less trouble to you to adopt the Ordnance survey than to make a 
new map? — It was much less trouble. 

gj . And a saving of expense ? — It was, certainly. 

92. Mr. French.] And a map of this kind gives much better information to 
the committee that may have to decide upon the line ? — Certainly, much more 
information than we are bound to furnish. 

93. Chairman.] What was the date of the Ordnance map? — ^The survey was 
made in 1839. 

94. Lord Granville Somerset^ Then you took the Ordnance survey of 1839, 
and where it was erroneous you altered to make it correct up to 1844 ? — Up to 
November 1844. 

95. Mr. Fnmck] But independently of the Ordnance sui-vey, you surveyed 
the line yourself for your sections?— Yes ; in fact, all the surveys in Ireland have 
been adopted from the Ordnance map ; other pai-ties] chose to lithograph theirs, 
but we did not. 

96. Mr. Redington.'] Do you know, in the case of the Ordnance map, what J 
different rule is adopted from what appears to be adopted in this case with reference 

to marking fences? — Yes; there are cases where there have been drains, audit ^ 
marks those drains ; they are not decided fences ; but it marks them as such, 
although, in fact, there is no division of property. : 

97. Do you know whether in some of the earlier Ordnance maps imaginary ; 
lines were drawn to describe fences which in later maps have been filled up?— ; 
I know instances of that about the moors. 

98. Chairman.] You were asked a question as to the number of persons whom 
you Lad inserted in the book of reference, in a given number of miles ; can you 
now answer that question from the document before you, with reference to any 
given number of miles ? — ^The number of miles is 57, and I find there are 3,009 
subdivisions. 

99. What do you mean by subdivisions ; do you mean 3,009 persons to whom 
•notices were Sent, and whose names had to be inserted in the book of reference? 

— There are 3,009 tenements ; I could not tell the number of proprietors yet. 

100. Would the number of parties be more or less than the number of tene- 
ments ?— I do not think they would be much less than the tenements. 

101. Lord Granville So 7 nerset.] Do you mean that there were 3,009 persons who 

held or Occupied sejDarately ? — In one of the fii-st subdivisions there were 20 or 30 { 

peo]}le joint occupiers. 

1 02. Independent of owners and lessees ?— Independent of owners andTe^ees. 

103. Mr. Redington.] Is it the fact that the population living in the villages ia 
that district is such as to give increased trouble ? — Much increased trouble in the 
applications. 

104. Are you aware of the practice in Ireland of a father and son often living 
in the same house, and occupying a divided farm ? — Yes, I have a perfect know- 
ledge of that. 

105. Would separate notices be required in that case? — Yes; they pay their 
rent separately, and have distinct interests. 

106. Have you any difficulty in ascertaining the point, whether they do pay 
their rent separately? — I will state one difficulty I have ; in some instances, a ^ 
person, who, though only a joint occupier, would wish to be considered as occupier 

of the whole. i 

107. Lord Granville Somerset.] You say that you think all those parties ought 

to have notice ? -Certainly. fi 

»o8. And you complain, owdng to the subdivisions, of the almost impossibility | 

or \ 
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or great difficulty of marking out those different holdings upon your map ? -De- 
cidedlv, according to the present scale required by the Standing Orders. 

mg. Do you propose that the present scale should be enlarged ? — I propose a 
plan upon an enlarged scale, that should give those parties information prior to the 
31 st of December ; hut that no alteration should be made in the scale of the plan 
previous to the 30 th of November. 

1 1 0. Call the one the county scale, and the other the parochial scale ; with regard 
to the county scale, you would give the same proportions now laid down by the 
Standing Orders, that being the minimum and not the maximum? — Yes. 

111. flow would you proceed with regard to the county scale; would you 
still attempt to mark the subdivisions of property ?— I would number them as 
far as possible, but I would not give enlarged plans on the county map. 

1 1 -2. You say “ as far as possible ; ” in all these matters there must be a rule, 
it must not be left to the discretion of persons to put down or to omit ; that 
would be worse than no rule at all ? — Decidedly. 

113. What do you think would be equitable towards the occupier on the one 
hand, and feasible as far as the projectors of the Railway are concerned on the 
other, with regard to the plan which is to be deposited with the clerk of the 
peace for the county? — Upon the plans deposited in the counties, wherever a 
number could be marked upon the plan, I would place it for the protection of the 
parties, and I would refer them for more information to the parochial document 
to be lodged with the postmaster, and have that on an enlarged scale ; 1 would 
Lave that done in the most perfect manner. 

1 1 4. You would propose to hav.e a most accurate enlarged map, to be deposited 
with the postmaster as the parochial map ? — Yes. 

115. Now reverting hack to the county map, would you attempt to mark upon 
that map the subdivisions of property ? — I would take the Ordnance map as it 
now stands, and wherever a number could be put, I would put it. 

1 1 6. What would happen with regard to those persons who had small divisions 
which could not be put upon that map ? ~I would give them every information 
they required upon the subject in the plans lodged with the postmasters. 

117. Do you think it would be desirable to put down some persons’ property 
and to leave out others ; w'ould you have a man that held a perch of ground have 
no notice, and a man that had four perches have a notice ? — No, I would notice 
all parties. 

1 1 S. But you would not put a man who had only a perch of ground dovm upon 
the map? — I would not upon the general map. 

1 19. But you would upon the parochial map ?— Yes. 

120. Chairmari.'] You mean that the general map would give a person who 
had even a perch of land a knowledge that the railway would pass close to him, 
and then he might, by reference to the parochial map, ^certain whether he was 
touched -—Yes. 

12], He would make up the deficiency in the general map by resorting to the 
parochial map ? — Yes. 

t22. Lord Granville So 7 neriet.~\ Do you think it would be better to put in the 
county map any notices of the holdings, or to leave out all the holdings, only 
making the parishes ? — I should answer that question as I have answered it before, 
that I would to the fullest extent give every information in my power according 
to the plan of the present Ordnance survey ; I would number and describe in my 
book of reference all the properties that I possibly could with reference to the 
county plan ; at the same time I would refer the smaller class of holdings to the 
parochial plan which would be lodged prior to the 3 1 st of December for further 
mformatiou. 

123. Would you have a Standing Order to the effect that every holding that 
could be put without inconvenience upon the county map should be put ? — Yes. 

124. Who should determine what was convenient or inconvenient, or what w'as 
P<^ble or impossible? — I should say that thesizeofthe holding would determine that, 

sized holding w'ould you have excluded from the county map ?— I 
Would exclude from it every thing under half an acre of ground. 

*20. That every holding of upwards of half an acre should be included in the 
ffiap, but that every holding under half an acre should not be included in the 
it should not be compulsorv to include it on the map lodged with the 
clerks of the peace. F J f s ^ 

*27. Mr. IVarburlon^ Your proposed scale is about six times that required, by 

the Standing Orders?— Yes. ^ 

315* ^ 128. Mr. 
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128. Mr. Wilson Patten.'] Would the parochial map upon that large scale sulv 
ject parties to much greater expense than they are now subject to ? — Much less- 
it would reduce their expenditm-e because they would not make the eular^el 
plans asnow required by the Standing Orders for the county maps. 

129. But for the parochial maps you would enforce the large scale?— Yes, I 
would; with respect to the expense, you have now to lodge seven or eight copies 
of the general line of railway, with enlarged plans ; you have seven or eight dap. 
licates to get up, or ten, as the case may be, of those separate plans ; you have the 
expense of getting up all those duplicate copies of the enlarged plans ; the parochial 
plan I propose to deposit with the postmaster would answer all the purposes at 
much less expense, and you would get one good plan at much less expense than 
seven duplicates. 

130. Mr. Lahouchere^ You still propose to give a separate notice to every owner 
or occupier, however small, in those parishes ? — Decidedly, I would give everr 
man notice and information of what is intended. 

131. The title of property is more complicated in Ireland than it is in England, 
owing to the nimiber of derivative interests? — You have sometimes four or five 
parties holding in Ireland ; sometimes there is a great difficulty in ascertaining who 
is the right owner. 

132. Do you find that that circumstance produces a material difficultv in 
giving the notices required ? — It would occasion great difficulty in ascerta ining 
the right owner if the reputed owner would not be taken. 

133. Mr. Warburtun.] Do you know whether any difficulty has arisen from the 
gentlemen employed upon these matters in IreIg.ndnot being so much accustomed 
to that sort of work as they are in England ? — No ; I do not see any difficulty 
arising on that head ; although we have not had the benefit of railways in Ireland, 
we have parties fully as capable as professional men in this country to get them np. 

134. Chairman.] Have you any other suggestion to offer to the Committee?— I 
have nothing further. 

Mr. Charles Vignoles ; Examined. 

135- Chairmayi.] YOU are an engineer of considerable practice and experience? 
— I have had a gi-eat deal to do with railway business. 

136. Have you been professionally employed as an engineer in the preparation 
of plans, and in making surveys for railways both in England and in Ireland?— 
To a very great extent in both countries. 

137. Can you inform the Committee whether you have experienced any diffi- 
culties peculiar to Ireland in complying with the requisitions of the Standing 
Orders in preparing plans and surveys for lines of railway ? — The great difficulty 
is in getting up the book of reference. 

138. Will you explain the nature of that difficulty ? — From the number of the 
derivative interests ; I have known an instance of 12 or 14 parties holding one 
after the other in small divisions on one property. 

139. The difficulty arises under the 23d Standing Order, to which the last 
witness has I’eferred? — Yes; in giving the names of the owners, lessees and occupiers. 

140. Do you mean that you find a difficulty in complying with the Standing 
Order in consequence of the minute subdivisions of property in Ireland, or on 
account of the variety of persons who have an interest in the same property?— 
Chiefly from the latter cause ; but the difficulty is a great deal increased from the 
number of small holdings. 

141. Do you find any difficulty in making the maps and inserting the numbers 
required on the maps? — That is exactly the same in both countries. 

142. It has been stated that the number of occupiers on a given length of rail- 
way is so much greater in Ireland than in England, that although the rule is the 
same in both countries, its operation is very different; does your experience bear 
out that observation ? — I should say that, upon the scale required, particularly witli 
the aid of the Ordnance surveys, every piece of ground that would not come under 
the denomination of requiring larger plans might very distinctly be shown, and 
when the divisions got so small as to make it impossible to put in the figures, then 
they would almost invariably come under the description where enlarged plans 
would be required. 

143- Has your experience extended over various parts of Ireland? — Yes, all 
over the country. 

144. \ ou know the country, west of the Shannon, which has been particularly 

alludwi 
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alluded to ?— Tea ; I speak of tke country, -a-est of Limerick, in the lower pai-t of 
the Shannon. ' 

145. Mr. IVarburton.] Does the existence of the Ordnance six-inch map afford 
great facility to the surveyor in laying down his line ?— No doubt of it. 

146. And in ascei-tainiug the subdivisions of the land as far as it goes?— As 
far as it goes ; but I would not rely upon it. It varies ; in the southern counties 
of Ireland the divisions are much more accurate than in the surveys first com- 
menced in Ireland. 



147. What saving in point of time would the existence of this Ordnance map 

in Ireland afford you, as compared with making a similar survey if you had not 
the Ordnance map to assist you?— The chief assistance of the Ordnance map is in 
showing us the true direction of the various points with respect to each other and 
in showing the relative levels. ’ 

148. And also in showing the subdivisions as far as they go?— As far as 
they go. 

14P. Is not the Ordnance map made a legal document in Ireland as far as 
the divisions go?— Only for county boundaiies and townland boundaries. 

i.iio. C/iairmim.] In using the Ordnance map you are obliged to correct the 
suMmsions ?— Invariably t the great use of the Ordnance map is getting all the 
names of the townlands through which you pass, knowing that you are going in 
the true direction, and having a good map to go by, and having the advantage of 
the levels. ^ 



151. Mr. Warim-toti.'] What time does it save you having this map as com 
pared with the time it would take you if you had no such map to assist you?— 
That would depend upon circumstances, but certainly not less than half the time 
and perhaps oftener more. ’ 



152. Mi. Laboiichere.] Have you turned your attention to any practical remedy 
by any alteration in the Standing Orders to meet the difficulty you have men- 
tioned, which is occasioned by the compUcation of those derivative interests?— 
I have thought of it a good deal. 

^ 1.53. Can you state any practical remedy that has occuiTed to you ?— A very 
simple practical remedy with respect to the enlarged plans, and to all the plans 
would be not to fix the scale. 

154- You would have a minimum ?— I would have a minimum, hut the 
minimum generally becomes the maximum. 

■ Patten.^ Is it not a minimum now ?— It is ; but the difficulty 

IS tins : i stated last year before a committee, that the principle to be laid down in 
my opimon -n as this,— to say you shall not have a less scale than so and so for your 
plans, but wherever the property is small or cannot be distinctly shown upon the 
^nei^ scale, an additional scale should be used 1 or that the general rule should 
b! b « V S®”™' plan being four or six inches to the mile {six inches would 
oetter, being the scale of the Ordnance survey now making in England as well 
as m Ireland), I should recommend that the general map should be enlarged from 
lour to SIX mches as the minimum, because that is the scale of the Ordnance maps 
1 north of England is being surveyed upon that scale, and that 
j buildings and gardens should also adopt the enlarged plan 

I mpnr "^bich is 60 inches to a mile, that is 88 feet to an inch ; 

npon Ssc^^^ figures because the survey in the north of England is going on 

Troia^i Do you mean these recommendations to apply to 

■mnliDBW 7 T ^ — Generally ; I do not see why one mle should not be 

V countries; the great difficulty in getting up the Irish plans is 

m collecting the book of reference. / e b r i' 



bv thfs cvw ^11 Has not your answer reference to the difficulty occasioned 

number nf in Ireland, rather than that which is caused by the 

to show A- interests ? — Yes ; but you must have a plan large enough 

rXm ^ the number of each of those holdings. 
gested*it<!f*IP^^ any practical mode which has sug- 

«?spect tn ti reference to the notices to meet the difficulty with 

same plan deriva.tive interests?— Yes; I should propose that the 

tlic .Shamrnr, ^ adopted with respect to railways as the Commissioneis of 
31^ ia\e adopted, which is to have an enlarged plan, such as the last 

B witness 
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■witness lias recommended, and instead of confining it to the postmaster to have it 
lodged in some accessible place. 

159. You mean the parochial plan? — Yes; and that a schedule should be pw 
up at the court-house, so that the parties might have an opportunity of coming in 
and consulting it ; 1 think better notice would be given to the parties in that 
way than in the “vray in which it is now given. 

160. Would you dispense with personal notice in those cases?— I would as 
much as possible for the subdivisions ; there should be personal service, if possi- 
ble ; but in addition to personal service, I -would recommend that plan in order to 
cure the difficulty that we continually meet with under the Standing Orders, that 
we have not served the right parties, although using due diligence, so that we 
should not be compelled to go to a vast expense when the object could be gained 
much cheaper and in a more effectual manner. 

i(ii. Whatever the rule is, would you be of opinion that it ought to be a precise 
rule? — Yes. 

ifl2. Are you j)repai*ed to state any rule of a precise chai’acter with regardto 
serving notices wldch you think would meet the circumstances of the case ?— 
Not oil-hand ; hut 1 think a little reflection would enable me to do so. 

263. Mr. fVarhi 7 'ion.] You would not dispense with ascertaining who the parties 
are, however numerous tliey may be r — I think we should be dispensed from being 
thrown over upon the Standing Orders, upon putting the wrong parties -where 
there is such great difficulty in ascertaining them ; but I would give all the parties 
notice by filing a public schedule. 

164. Mr. Labotichere.'] Do you know whether any of the I'ailways in Ireland 
have been thrown over upon the difficulties occasioned by these derivative inte- 
rests ? — Y es, and put to great expense. 

1C5. Mr. Warburton.] Do you think that justice to the parties requires, first, 
that the railway promoters should ascertain who they are, however great the 
number may be, and then that they should give notice to the parties whose 
property they propose to take away? — ^Yes, by a plan lodged in some public place 
and a schedule lodged in the court-house. 

166. Do you think you ought to dispense with personal notice? — No, to give 
personal notice as far as possible, but that w'e should be relieved from any invo- 
luntary errors with respect to it by the precaution I have mentioned ; in the 
practical effect, you have the same thing in the notices at present ; at the end of 
the notices a representation is made that if any misdescription of the property 
or of the holding is made, the party are reqriested to inform the solicitor about it. 

167. Mr. French.'] According to the system of taking land for public purposes 
in Ireland, except for railways, at present is any personal notice required?— 
Nothing can be done under any Act in Ireland, except under the Standing Orders 
of the House of Commoi^, except by the Shannon Commissioners. 

i()8. Mr. Warburton.] What is the plan pursued by the Shannon Commissioners? 
— To file a very large plan giving a minute description of the property, and then 
to lodge a copy of that plan at certain places, of which notices are given by 
placards stuck up. 

160. Does that dispense -u'ith the necessity of giving personal notices also?— 
I think it does, but I am not sure upon that poinh 

170. Chairman.] You state that the first difficulty arises in making out the 
book of reference? — That is the chief difficulty. 

1. 7 1 . The Standing Order requires that the book of reference shall be deposited 
with the clerk of the peace for the county on or before the 30th of November 
—Yes. 

1 72. Mr. Wilson Patten.] Have you been employed in France upon any of the 
railways ? — Yes. 

173. Do you know what notices are given there to the holders of property?— 
In France it is totally different, and all over the continent ; a Bill is passed upon 
the general principle of having a railway from A. to B., without any plans, and 
then the whole filling up of that is left to the administrative government; but 
when you come to pm’chase the land, you have to battle it in every parish 
and every to-wi^hip, the same as you have in a Committee of the House of Com* 
mons. 

I 74. Is not there public notice given that certain property will he taken for 
a particular railway, and is not there a public officer deputed to see to it in each 
district ? — There is. in each commune. 

175. Then- 
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There is a. public officer tleputed to state to each holder of property 
that his property u-ill be taken? — ^They go upon this principle, as I understand, 
that a detailed plan, a plan parcellaire, with a schedule of all the property, is 
filed with the mayor of the commune. 

176. Chairman.] Does it contain the names of the owners?— Yes, the owners 

and occupiers. 

1 77. Mr. JVarburton.'] Is no notice required to be served upon them ? I can- 

not speak to that. 

17S. Mr. Wilson Patte} 7 .] In Ireland is there any officer that you know who 
could take upon himself the office of having the enlarged plan laid before him, 
and who can take upon himself the office of infoi-ming the o%vners and occupiei-s 
in the district ? — I am not aware of any officer that could do that. 

17Q. ^h. Freiick.] Could not the baronial cess collector do it from his public 
knowledge? — It might be done. 

iSo. Or the collector of poor-rates? — It might be done that way, but then he 
must be paid for his trouble. 

181. Ch(iirma}i.] You stated that you have difficulty, in the first instance, in 
making out the book of reference, which is required to contain the names of the 
owners, lessees and occupiers, or of the reputed owners, lessees and occupiers ; 
what substitute would you propose for the book of reference ; would you pro- 
pose tu dispense ^vith it altogether, or what alteration would you propose in the 
Standing Order by which that is now required?— I would not at all dispense 
with it ; but the great annoyance we have felt has been this, that after the utmost 
diligence has been used, we are put to vexatious expense for an involuntary 
omission which diligence has not been able to prevent, in consequence of mis- 
information. 

182. Does that apply more particularly to Ireland? — To a certain degree. 

183. On account of the larger number of holdings on a given length of rail- 
way ?— The larger number of holdings and the greater number of interests in the 
same property. 

184. How would you propose to get rid of that inconvenience? — I am not pre- 
pared to suggest a remedy. 

1S5. Zabouchere.] Would you propose any modification of the Standing 
Ordws with respect to railways in Ireland, which in your opinion ought not to be 
applied to railways in England or Scotland ? — Not except as to the party inter- 
vening between the owner and the tenant, in tbe shape of a lessee ; in England a 
lessee is but of rare occurrence as distinguished from the occupier and from the 
o\vner. 



i 85 . "iou think that in that particular there maybe reason for modifying the 
Siding Orders, with regai-d to Ireland, in a manner which may not be required 
with regard to England ? — Yes. 

1S7. Chairman.] Would you leave the lessee out of the book of reference? — 
mt if you can ascertain them; but what can you do if there are fiive or six 
interests ; in one case in the Dublin and Kingstown Railway we had 12 or 13 
mtei-ests. 



1S8. Has it occurred to you to suggest any alteration wliicli would relieve the 
parties from the difficulty arising from these derivative interests ? — I am old 
enough to remember when a service at the house of a tenant was held to be good, 
inasmuch as the tenant handed over the matter to his landlord. 

189. The question now x*efers to the book of reference; do you think that the 
names of any of the parties interested could be safely dispensed with from the 
look of reference ? — No question they ought to be put in, if jiossible ; but in 
1C and it is almost impossible to find them, in many instances; I have known 
fce\eral instances iu the railways I have been connected with in Ireland, in which 
^ s riet an entail as the estates of the Duke of Devonshire has been made upon 
a. cottage of a couple of rooms, with trustees and intei'ests of eveiy description, and 
perhaps three or four lessees one after the other. 

191.'. Those names would requix*e to be inserted in the book of reference? — 
8, and we never found out till long and long after the railway was constructed 
Who the parties were. 

>91. Mr. JVarburton.] You have made surveys yourself hi Ireland with a view 
making railways ?-Many. 

tlnV^n hist witness stated that he could not commence his survey earlier 
^1 ^ cto xer, owing to the state of the crops; do you think that forms an impedi- 
B 2 inent 
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Mr. C. VigHoles. raeut to eommenciji^f the survey earlier, whiek is to be completed by the 30 tli of 

November ? — The farmei-s always make a great deal of grumbling about it, but 

9 May i8«i5. there are means of doing portions of the survey before that ; wherever there is a 
field of standing com left, of course you cannot go through it, bat the Ordnance 
map helps you very much in that way. 

193. Mr. French.] Are you aware that the com is generally later in the west 
than in the south of Ireland? — Yes. 

194. Mr. Gregoiy.] Are you aware that the last 56 miles on the line to 
Galway are a peculiar corn-growing country ? — Yes. 

19.5. Mr. French.] You know the south of Ireland well ? — Ido. 

lyd. You surveyed the line from Limerick to Waterford? — Yes. 

197. Had you any previous knowledge of the country ? — I had. 

198. And you had plenty of time to complete your survey? — No, I am sorry 
I had not. 

199. Was there a petition presented against your line, stating a great number 
of non-compliances with the Standing Orders? — Yes; and if that petition bad 
been persevered in, wo should have been in a sad predicament chiefly with regard 
to the book of reference. 

200. Mr. Warhurion.] What were the causes which occasioned that ? — We had 
not time to complete the work. 

201. Lord Granville. SomcrsetP^ When did you begin the work? — I think it 
was nearly the last week in October before we began. 

202. If you had begun earlier you would have had time to complete the work? 
— We should have completed the survey easily enough. 

203. The work was not badly done because it could not be done, but because 
you had not time enough to complete it ? — The work was pretty well done, but 
not so well as I could have wished it. 

204. Mr. Gregory.] "Were there any other hindrances except the want of 
time? — Yes, there was vexations opposition to the parties that took the levels 
over the laud. 

205. lioylfL Granville Somerset.] Are there any facilities with regard to taking 
levels in Ireland that do not exist in England? — Y’es, tlie Ordnance survey 
levels. 

206. Is there any other ? — The country, although much more inclosed, is not 
so wooded, and hedges not existing enable us to get through the country with 
greater facility. 

207. Is not that a great convenience at that period of the year?— Yes, but 
it is set off by the multitude of holdings : that is much more than a set-ofiT. 

2u 8. But acknowledging those inconveniences, there are on the other hand 
some great conveniences; the fii-st is the Ordnance survey, the next is the 
absence of those hedge-rows in Ireland? — Yes, in a great number of places. 

209. Is there any other facility which you have in Ireland which you have not 
in England? — ^I do not recollect any at this moment. 

210. You stated upon a former occasion that in Ireland there is a power ex- 
isting to enter land for the purpose of making a survey ; what is that power ? — It 
is under the Grand Jury Act, to make a survey for roads ; but that has been held 
not to be applicable to railways. 

211. That was an error ?— It was an error ; I thought it applied to public works 
generally; I have since been informed that it is not the fact. 

212. Mr. French.] Before you can exercise that power, you must have the 
sanction of the grand jury to the line? — Yes, the grand juiy must have fiated the 
line ; that was an involuntary mistake on my part. 

213. Lord Granville Somerset.] You have been very much engaged in surveying 
railways in England ? — Yes. 

2 1 4. And you have surveyed some parts of the country wdiere the subdivision of 
property is very great? — Yes. 

•215. Have you surveyed some of the Kentish railways ? — I have. 

216. Is the property much divided there ? — Not so much as I expected; it is a 
good deal subdivided. 

217. And it is held under various tenures there ?-~No, there is not much lease- 
liold; seldom more than one interest between the occupier and the freeholder. 

ui8. Have you had much to do with church land ? — Yes, in various places, but 
not more than in ordinary business. 

2 1 9. 
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21Q. Are there often a rariety of different interests there ?— There are; there 
a-as great difficulty in one case, -wliich occurred about some church land 

220. You got over the difficulty f — No. 

221. How did you get your Bill through ?_The Bill is not yet decided ■ but 

tliose things are only the exception in this country. ' 

222. But they are the rules in Ireland ? — Yes, they are. 

223. But still yon do not propose to do away with notice to the parties? No ■ 

I think that it might be simplified with some great advantage to the parties net- 
ting notice, and with great saving of expense to the parties proving the plans 
I am not prepared at this moment to suggest any precise remedy ; but I think 
great fecility might be given both in England and in Ireland, and better notice to 
the parties, by a different system. 

224. But you are not prepai-ed to suggest what that other system should be? 
—No. 

225. Y’ou have said that the Ordnance survey in Ireland is more accurate as to 
the divisions of property in some parts than in others ? — Yes. 

226. In what parts of Ireland is the Ordnance survey most exact ? In the 

south ; they have improved as they have gone on. 

227. What do you mean by the south i— TheOrdnance parties proceeded accord- 

ing to a certain range of counties. The most accurate are those of Cork Kerrv 
Tipperary and Waterford. ’ 

228. How are they with reference to Galway and Roscommon? — I think tho.se 
were about the middle of the time ; I do not think those are so complete as the 
stmthem, but they are a medium between the northern plans and the others. 

229. m.Warburfon.'] Is there any fecility for ascertaining who are the owners 

leasees and occupiers, arising out of the baronial cess collector’s book, or the 
poor-rate collector’s hook?— I am not aware of that; but great facilities’ exist in 
hngland under the Tithe C ommutation ; but it is only within this last year or two 
thatw-e have been able to avail ourselves of it. A Schedule of the owners and 
iMsecs of all the property is lodged under the Tithe Commutation Act in the 
church, and the getting access to that, helps you very materially. 

230. Sir Rohen Ferguson.'] Have you ever examined any of the valuations for 
the poor Jaw ?— No. 



231 Mr Wilson Patten] Were not yon engaged in opposition to the Chilliam 
nranch of the South-Eastern Railway, in Kent ? — I was. 

1-it^‘u subdivision of property there so great that there was great 

iiltimlty in putting the numbers upon the plan?— Yes, there was; because they 
Old not make the enlarged plans large enough. 

t> according to the Standing Orders ?— Yes ; I say that 

me standing Order scale is very good for gardens, but it is very bad for towns. 

" 34 - In your observation in Ireland, have you ever seen a case of subdivision of 
wavS’ exceeded that on the Chilham Branch of the South-Eastern Rail- 
Tv nothing very extraordinary in that ; there is nothing 

in- ^ myself over the same groTind. 

W as it possible to put the nunjbers upon the plan ? — Yes, certainly. 
la«t You stated before the committee on railways 

{rcstPfl w opinion a much larger plan was advisable ?— What I sug- 

«calp property, however small, should be distinctly shown, the 

havp less than so and so ; I think that in a plan of a town we should 

2 y ^ piobably of 50 feet to an inch, or 66, as the last Avitness proposed, 
first^in'sti fhat though that would be alinost doubling the expense in the 

thev ffnf would not cost the Company, supposing 

ProDeriv A ^ executed the work, much more ? — I think not, if it was 

run. ^ plenty of time to do it, it vpould cost less in the long 



those Standing Orders required that all 

fitted tn p be^ deposited in the previous spring to the railway being sub- 

impression r— Yes ; those Standing Orders were laid dowm under the 

pamtioDs. parties to take more time in making their pre- 

tor Avas mal practical effect; on the coiitrm-y, the mat- 
tes into the y because being done at that period of the year it threw 

to make then^^ ■w inter in the shortest days and the worst weather 

>15 were permitted to lodge deA’iation plans on the 

B 3 30 th 
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30 th of November subsequently, provided "sve did not make variations exceedin: 
a mile. 

239. Did not those former Standing Ordei-s give to the parties more time to 
prepai-e the book of reference and the plans accurately ?— Yes, because theyhii 
an opportunity to revise them. 

• 240. But the parties who had to do with railways were exceedingly anxious u 

get rid of those Standing Orders? — The great objection I had was making oir 
surveys in the very depth of winter when we had all our in-door operations to do. 

24 k. As a practical man, do not you think it would be better if parties, befor? 
they came to Parliament, took more time to mature their plans? — There is no 
doubt about that. 

242. Do you think that, under those circumstances, the present Standing Orders 
could be strictly complied with, even in the case of Ireland? — If there is plenty of 
time ; but it is a kind of lottery preparing a line to bring before Parliament 

243. Mr. Laboncher'e.'] What do you mean by saying that it is “ a kind of lot- 

tery Supposing the parties to have complied in every respect with the Standin? 
Orders, a new tribunal is now created which gives a certain imjoress to the mind 
of Parliament with respect to it ; so that after taking every possible pains ml 
respect to the technical details, we have yet to be met wdth the opinion oi ; 
influential parties which will sway the decision of Parliament. i 

244. What new tribunal do you refer to? — The J 3 oai-d of Trade. 

245. Lord Granville SorntrseL'] The general result of your opinion is this, tk . 
if parties take sufiicient time to make their preparations before they come to Par- 
liament, there is nothing in the Standing Orders that they could not comply vitb? 

I am bound to admit that, except the collection of the references j but I think 

even then, in Ireland, they would not be always able to trace those. 

246. But you are not prepared to say that there should be no references? 
—No. 

247. Mr. French.'] Do you think that whatever length of time you had, yoa 
would be able to trace out every owner and lessee?— Not till the time for pajiiig 
the money. 

248. Mr. fFarburton.] Does not one of the difficulties arise from the diffcreni 
parties who are in the fleld nmning a race, and trying which shall get their Bill 
through the Standing Order Committee first? — That will not give rise to anj 
additional difficulty. 

2^g. Does not it tend to confine all within a very limited time? — Ikno^in 
the case of the Cbilham Branch with which I am connected, I have been study- 
ing it the last three years, and the parties who wished to come in with an opposk 
plan got up their plans in thi-ee months; of course they were not so carefully g« 
up as those which bad taken a longer period ; but that is no additional difficulty, 
except wmit of time. 

250. Mr. Wilson Patten.] Is not one great difficulty you have in making uptk 
hook of reference, and in giving the notices, the opposition you meet with m 
endeavouring to get information ? — And the purposed deception. 

251 . Can you point out any means by which you could gee rid of that difficulty, 
by making it incumbent upon some party to give information, and to be responsible 
for the information he gives? — I do not knowhow you can force people to gi^ 
information, if they are not disposed to do so. 

252. Might not the collector of the rates be required to give information?- 
That would be throwing a private duty upon a public officer. 

253. Do not you often go to the collector of the rates to obtain information « 
to tie ow’ners and occupiers? — The parish constable I found the most useful. 

254. Do not you often find great difficulty in getting those parties to giveyw 
information ? — Yes, unless you pay them ; I geuerally find that by paying 
parish constable very well, I cun got a good deal of information from him. 
regard to the hook of reference, I would observe that we are not bound to ser« 
notices to the land-owners, lessees and occupies till the 31 st of December. 

is a month clear between the lodging the plans and giving the notices ; and I tu'J’ 
it would be a very great assistance indeed, and lead to a useful result, if tbe lodf 
ing the book of reference were postponed for a month after the lodging of 
plans. You lodge the plans on the 30 th of November, and you are bound, withis 
a month after, to give notice to every body. 

255. You are bound now to lodge the book of reference at the time of loil^- 
the i)lau5, aud your suggestion is, that it should not be lodged till a month 

wiiro- 
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■5rartls?~Ves, it ^ould do no harm to any body, and it would give the parties an Mi C 
oj.portimity of doing it better. ^ ’ 

:.rd. Mr. French.;^ Has it ever struck you that it might be desirable to esta- 9 May 1845. 
Midi an authority in Ireland under the direction of the House of Commons to 
iii(juire into the case of Irish Railwa}'S as to whether the Standing Orders have, 
or have not, been complied with before the meeting of Parliament, and to give 
an opportunity of remedying any errors that might be decided by that authority 
to have been Mien into ? — Yes, I have often thought that the Board of Public 
Works ill Ireland might do that duty very usefully; I think it would be well if 
some tribunal in England did the same thing, because two-thirds of the time of 
the Committees on Standing Orders is taken up with absolute trifles, which would 
be better ascertained by some public department, because it has nothing to do 
with the privileges of the House of Commons. 

257. Chairman.] Does that observation apply particularly to Ireland ?~I think 
it would apply particularly to Ireland on account of the expense of bringing wit- 
nesses, and to Scotland also. 

s.ijS. Lord Granville Somerset.] What power w’onld you give this Board ? The 

jKiwer of reporting. 

250. Stating that, in such and such instances the Standing Orders have been 
comjiiied with, and in such and such instances they have not ? — Yes, the parties 
would be saved a great deal of time and a great deal of vexation. 

260. Chairman.] You would still leave it to a Committee of the House of 
Commons to determine whether, in case of a non-compliance ivith the Standing 
Orders, that non-compliance was sufficient to atop the Bill? — Yes. 

2(>i. Mr. Warburtori.] Are you speaking with respect to English as well as 
Iri.sh Railways ?— Yes, but it is particularly applicable to Ireland. 

262. Then with regard to all the matter that goes before the committees on 
petitions, which relates to formal compliance with the Standing Orders, that being 
not an equitable, but a merely legal tribunal, you think that might be done out of 
the House, and prepared for Parliament at the beginning of every Session ? — Yes, 
the report to be delivered at the same time as the petition for the Bill is presented. 

263. Mr. Gregory.] By what time would you have this tribunal make their 
report ? — I think the report should be made to Parliament by the last day for 
presenting petitions for Private Bills. 

264. ^Vould you give the pai'ties power to alter their lines in consequence of 
those report.s ? — No, I merely want to save time and expense to the parties by 
having a local inquir}'. 

265. Lord Granville Somerset^ By a local inquiry, do you mean inquiry in 
Dublin? — No; I think the parties should sit in the district; but I have not 
thought of the details, but only the general principle of the thing. 



Matthew Barrmgton, Esq. and Mr. Patrick David Jeffers', Examined. 

266. ^0 Mr. Barrington.) ARE you a solicitor? — I am. 

207. Residing in Dublin? — Yes. 

208. (To Mr. Jeffers.) You are partner with Mr. Barrington? — I am. 

^^^ 9 * \.To Mr. Barrington.) Have you had the conduct of any Irish Railway 
1 s during the^ present Session, and in fonner Sessions ? — I have, the Kilkenny, 
° ^^st in Ireland, and the Dublin and Cashel last year, and the extensions 
of It this year. 

tl is also upon the Wexford, Carlow and Dublin ? — Yes, I have 

short line from Portarlingtou to Tullamore. 

Iri^D experience in the preparation and conduct of 

Irela Bills? — Perhaps my office has had more than any other house in 



M.Ban-ingtm, Esq. 
und 

Mr. V. D. Suffers. 



And in opposing? — No; Ihavehad some petitions to 
op^e ths year, but we shall not go on with them, 

Ordp^' . 1 Your attention has been closely directed to the Standing 

partner^^^^ to Railway Bills ? — It has; more particularly that of my 



experience has been confined to Irish railways ? — Yes, entirely, 
coniplv' ^ peculiar difficulties which you have encountered in 

—On Standing Orders at present in force with regard to railways ? 

part ^ S'*"''® opinion; but with respect to the legal 

^ in obtaining information of the nature of the titles ; Ireland is 

B 4 difterent 
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different from England in this respect ; that in Ireland the number of fee-simrj» I 
proprietors is comparatively small, and the number of intermediate interests an-^ t 
of occupiers is very great; while in England the number of freehold proprietoR-* * 
considerable, and the number of lessees and of occupiers much less thaa h ^ 
Ireland. 

27b. Have YOU, owing to these circumstances, encountered difficulties in p-f. ■ 
paring your book of reference, and serving notices? — No difficulty in serrby 
notices where the party is ascertained; some difficulty in ascertaining the owne^ 
but not at all insurmountable. 

277. You have found no difficulty in serving the notices; your sole difficalu 
has been confined to discovering the parties interested, whose names must be h. 
sorted in the hook of reference, and who are entitled to have notices served upon 
them? — Yes; and particularly those having derivative interests or small pnjfi: 
rents ; there is no difficulty in ascertaining the general owner, either the person 
having the fee-simple or having a perpetual interest, which is considered equiya- 
lent to the fee ; hut the difficulty is in finding those who have very small per- 
petual rents arising out of the land, small fee-farm rents, small interests. 

278. You state the difficulty not to be insurmountable ; but is it cousiderablel 
— The difficulty is considerable, but not insurmountable. 

279. Have you lost any of these Bills of which you have had charge in conse- 
quence of a deficient conspliance with the Standing Orders ? —No ; in the case k 
the Cashel Railway last year there were petitions against it from the Grand Canal 
Comjiaijy, and from Lord Portarlington, and from others ; and the only legal 
objection upon those petitions was, a mistake as to Mr. Evans, the Commissioner^ 
Bankruptcy in London, stating him to be the proprietor when Lord Portarlington 
had a small chief rent ; out of a very large estate, of 4 , 000 1 . a year, he had a 
small chief rent. 

280. Have any Bills been practically defeated within your experience oT^'ingto 

those difficulties? — None that I have been concerned in. i' 

•281. Mr. French.] Have you ever bad any serious opposition to struggle witli 
on the Standing Orders ? — (Mr. Jejfers.) The first time the Kilkenny Bill to / 
brought before Parliament, we were then tyros in i-ailway legislation, and tbeis I 
was a petition upon the Standing Orders against that Act, and it was thrown | 
out the first time ; in consequence of that, we exercised increased care, and we 
carried it afterwards. ^ 

282. Lord Granville Somerset.] What were the points upon which you were 
thrown out ? — Omissions of owners. 

283. "Were they very important omissions, such as could have been remedied 
with due diligence? — Certainly, for we did remedy them afterwards. 

284. Cfmrman.] You attribute the loss of that Bill to the general want cd 
experience in Ireland in railway matter’s at that time, as distinsruished from 
England?— Yes. 

2S5. Mr. French.] Do youknovrthe circumstances of England sufficiently 'well / 
to contrast them with Ireland? — Only from hearsay. ^ 

286. Mr. T) Patfen.] Have you a knowledge of the finance department of ( 
the Companies with which you have been connected ? — (Mr. Farrington.) 5 Tes. 

287. Did your preparation to comply with the Standing Orders subject jois 
to any very great expense ? — Yes, from the difficulty of ascertaining the owners, 
considerable expense. 

288. Does that form a considerable portion of the expenses of the preparation-' 

— It does, almost the heaviest pai’t. 

289. Have you been engaged in the Irish Great Western line ?— No. 

290. Mr. Wurhurton.] Nor in opposing it? — No. 

291. Mr. U'ilson Patten.] The discovery of the owners forms the chief p^t 
of the expense of preparation r — Yes ; I have endeavoured to think whether anj 
mode could he substituted for it, hut I see there is great difficulty, because it is 
a great protection to owners to get notice ; I could not suggest any dispeusatit® 
with it, or other inquiry than the usual one. 

292. What is the longest line which you have been connected with?— The Dublin 
and Cashel, 120 miles, which passed last year, and a gi'eat part of it is made. 

293- Have you any recollection of the expen.se that that Company were put t® 
upon that part of the preparation of their scheme which relates to preparing tb® 
books of reference and serving notices?— (Mr. Jeffers.) I could not state the 
expense of^ that preparation, but I know it was considerably more than it would , 
have been it we had not had to institute extremely minute inquiries. ^ 
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294. Mr. Warburton.'] Were those Standing Orders the same as they are now? M.BarringfoTi,'E.v^. 

Yes; that was last Session. arid 

295. What time did it take you to prepare them by the 30 th of November?— We 

•were called upon on the 27th of March ; the engineer had made his preliminary “71 ~ 

su^^•eys; on the 27th of March he sent out his men to make the preliminary sur- pMay.JHS- 

vevs, and we had the whole done by the 10th of May ; I will state how we did 
it: we multiplied om* clerks veiy much, and we divided the line into small por- 
ticns of five miles each, and in that way we were enabled to get up the whole ; 
and in addition to that, we had to institute searches in the registry in Ire- 
land, for the purpose of obtaining inforaation as to the intermediate parties 
between the owners in fee and the occupiers ; in addition to that, in every case, 

•with the view of getting a return from the landowners, we had letters written to 
the persons returned as owners, asking them if they were the owners, and 
whether the return was correct ; and it was in consequence of an answ'er to one of 
those letters that we w'ere enabled to reply to Lord Portai-lington’s petition; w’e 
generally found that the gentlemen who had profit leases had a great disinclination 
to admit that there was an owner in fee ; but on writing to Mr. Evans’ agent in 
Ireland, we had an answer back, saying, “I have received your letter, and Mr. 

Evans is the owner in fee 5” and on producing that, that was an answer to Lord 
Portarlington’s petition. 

296. Then by taking those precautions yon did the requisite work in time ? — 

We did. 

297. Mi. G 7 'egory.'] You passed through the Standing Orders’ Committee ? — 

Yes. 

298. Were you opposed? — Yes, by many parties. 

299. And you complied with the Standing Orders? — Yes. 

300. Lord Granville Somerset.'] You complied with the Standing Orders as far 
as giving the notices went ? — In eveiy respect but time. 

30 1 . The House of Commons gave you leave to disregard the general rules as to 
time, hut with regard to all the other Standing Orders, with the small exception 
to which yon have referred in the case of Mr. Evans and Lord Portarlington, you 

complied strictly with the Standing Orders r — Yes. (Mr. Burrxngtoii.) The 

Select Committee substituted the 10th of May for the 30th November. 

302-3. hoi^Gravville Sornersetl] The only advantage you obtained was as to time, 
but with regard to all other matters, you did comply with the Standing Ordei-s of 
the House except in that instance? — Yes, there were some engineering objections 
made to the plans, but they were ovenuled. 

304. But so far as your notices went, yon did comply with the Standing Orders 
in eveiy case except that one ? — Yes. 

30.5. Mr. French.] Compaiutively speaking, have you had any formidable op- 
position ; have you bad any competing line to deal w’ith, or any wealthy parties 
to contend with, or any surveyors sent out to survey the line, or any great exer- 
tions made to get up a case against you? — We had no competing line; we had 
wealthy parties to contend with ; we had the Canal Company, they are wealthy ; 
and we had Lord Portarlington. 

306. Had you any surveyors sent out to cheek the line ? — We had ; the Canal 
Company sent Mr. Vignoles, and Mr. Vignoles was examined at gi’eat length by 
the Select Committee against us. 

307. Had you any great exertions made to get up a case against you ? — We 
certainly had veiy great exertions. 

Can you state the expense that the Canal Company went to in opposing 
you?— I understood that it cost them 2,000/. in opposing us; certainly, it 
complained of in Dublin that they had expended a great deal of money in useless 
opposition; they gave us as much opposition as they possibly could do. 

_ 3^9- Ohairman.] Supposing there had been the kind of opposition adverted to 
in a former question, do you still think that your case was properly got up, so that 
It would have passed through the Standing Orders’ Committee ? — It is very pre- 
sumptuous in me to say 00, but I do thin k so. 

310. Tou have no doubt of it? — No doubt of it. 

311- You were not then pre]>ared to contend, and you are not now prepared to 
‘ there ai'e any insuperable difficulties by the Standing Orders in the way 
Railway Bills passing through the flpuse of Common?? — No, I cannot 
•®ay that there are. 

3‘5- 0 312. Mr. 
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312. Mr. FVencA.] Have you been engaged in opposition to any lines?— I 
have. 

3 1 3. Have you been able, in your oum opinion, to make out a great number of 
inaccuracies?— A great number. 

314. Were those lines under the direction of very able engineers and verv 

intelligent gentlemen ? — I believe they ■were. ' 

315. M.v.Warburton.'l In those cases, if instead of being the opponent yon 
had been the conductor of the Bill, •would your knowledge have enabled you to 
detect those inaccuracies and to avoid them? — I wiU not say that; the gentle- 
men concerned for those other Bills "were very clever men, and -would have done 
the business quite as -well as I could have done it, if I had had them; but 1 
believe in one or two instances they •were got up in a great hui'ry ; the Water- 
ford, for instance, was not got up till very late in the year ; it would be absurd 
in me to suppose that other people -will not do their business as well as I should 
do it. 

316. Are there any peculiar facilities in Ireland from the register or the 
baronial cess books, or the poor-rate collector’s book, in ascertaining who the 
o-wners, lessees and occupiers of property are ? — No, I do not think there are • 1 
think that all you get from the baronial books is a genei-al knowledge -R-ho 
the occupiers of the land are, but not the details which the Standing Orders 
require. 

317. What is the register which has been mentioned? — That is a register for 
deeds in Dublin. 

3 1 8. Are leases registered there ? — A great number of them are ; but upon very 
large estates the leases are not registered ; if the lease is a vsiy long one, or a 
profit lease, it is generally registered, but leases under large proprietors, 21 yean’ 
leases, they do not register. 

319. Then, as far as they go, the registry books afford you facility ? — But the 
searches are a frightful expense. 

320. Mr. French."] The facility it affords you is in meeting certain circumstances 
peculiar to Ireland ? — Yes. 

321. Mr. Labouchere.] Adverting to the difficulty in complying with the 
Standing Orders, from the circumstance of the number of derivative interests in 
Ireland which are not to be found in England, ai’e you prepared to suggest any 
modification of the Standing Ordei-s which you think would meet the case, and 
at the same time give due security to the public ? — I did not know that I was to be 
examined here till a few minutes ago ; but upon a general view of the question 1 
would say, that notice should be given to every occupier and to the reputed pro- 
prietor in writing, and that the pai-ties who have intermediate interests and are 
not actually in possession of the land, but have merely profit-rents out of it, ought 
to be dealt -with by public notice ; it is a mere surmise at this moment without 
consideration ; I would never in Private Bills give the dispensation which is 
given in grand jury presentments and in the Shannon works ; I would never dis- 
pense with giving notice except for public works ; where it is for a private 

I think every indi'viaual occupier ought to get notice, and the generally reputed 
owner of the land, and then let the persons having profit-rents be dealt -with by 
Gazette notice and county notice, and the deposit of plans. 

322. Chah'!?2&n.^ W^hat notice wo'uld the Gazette and county notice give to bim 
that his land was to be touched ? — He is not injured if his profit-rent is secured by 
what is left of the land. 

323. How would the Gazette notice give him an intimation that his interests 
were affected? — It would not give him intimation directly, but it would indi- 
rectly ; taking the instance of the tenant being served, he would immediately run 
to his immediate landlord, and he would tell the person above him, and soon; 
the newspaper notice and the Gazette notice merely gives the names of the lands 
through which it passes. 

324. Mr. Labouchere.] Does it ever happen that those intermediate interests 
we more valuable than the interests either of the occupier or of the owner?— 
Very often ; I know an estate of 30 miles long where the person who had tbe 
fee-simple of the estate has had but 300 1 . a year out of it, -u'hile, I suppose, there 
was 30,000 1 . a year intennediate between him and the occupiers. 

325* Chairman.] AVould it not be bard to debar the persons who might have 
by far the most valuable interest in the property from receiving direct notice ? — 
In such a case as that which I have just mentioned, according to the strict com- 
pliance 
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pliance with the Standing Orders, if you wanted to run a line upon any portion of 
that estate, the person having that small fee-simple rent-charge should be treated 
as the proprietor, but I do not suppose there is a man on the line who would have 
represented him as the proprietor; that was the case with Lord Portarlington and 
Mr. Evans; l\Ir. Evans had an estate of 4 , 000 /. a year. « 

3:^6. Ac present, are not parties who have an intermediate interest entitled to 
notice ? — Yes ; and that was the objection of Lord Portarlington ; in that case it 
appeared that he had but a small head rent, the estate under him being held in 
fee-farm for ever, 

327. Mr. Wilson Patten.'] You think the present books of reference as regards 

Ireland may lead the House of Commons to an erroneous impression, inasmuch as 
the representatives of this large amount of property would be put down as lessees 
and occupiers, whereas they are the bond Jide owners? — There are three columns 
“ owners, lessees, and occupies 1 should say, that the lessee would, perhaps, in 
many instances, have a greater amount of income than the owner. * 

328. Lord GranvUle Somerset.] In many cases the lessee has not so valuable a 

property? — No; but there are many instances where it would be so. In the 
instance of Lord Portarlington, he was put down as the owner, while Mr. Evans, 
who had 4000 1. a year*, was put down as lessee. ’ 

329. From your knowledge of Ireland, do you mean to say that one-half the 
land in Ireland is held by lessees having more interest in the property than the 
owner — A great portion of the land in Ireland is held under a peculiar .tenure, 
that does not exist in this country ; that is, leases for lives renewable for dver on 
a money fine, and very frequently a peppercorn fine. 

330. A stated money fine? — A stated money fine, generally a half-year’s rent, 
or a peppercorn fine ; there the person having the head rent is treated as the 
owner, while the person having the perpetuity has generally the greater income. 

331. Do you conceive that half the land in Ireland is in the possession of 
lessees who have a greater interest in it than the head owner r~I would not say 
half of Ireland. 

332 . Mr. Warhurton.] What proportion? — I could not say; I have not con- 
wdered it ; I would not bind myself to any given amount ; I know the late Lord 
Egremont had 30 or 40 miles of fee-farm rents in Ireland, in the county of Clare, 
and he is considered the owner in fee, while every one of the tenants are actually 
the owners, merely paying him a chief rent, and so in the city of Limerick ; the 
whole city of Limerick is held under Lord Limerick, upon lives renewable for 
ever, w’hile Lord Limerick’s estate in it is one-fifth or one-sixth of the profit of 
the next tenants. 

Z 3 Z- Gkairyuin.] Looking at the extent to which this tenure goes in Ireland, 
would you think your recommendation a safe one, that all parties rated as lessees 
^ould be deprived of the notice which they are now entitled to receive ? — 
Lertainly not; I would treat all those as owners ; what I wish to convey is this, 
hat every man being a reputed owner of au estate, should get the usual service of 
notice, but that a mere rent-cbarger, whether he was the rent-charger at the head, 
or a rent-charger intermediate, should be treated by some general notice. 

, 334 - Lord Your proposition is to give notice to the lessees, 

u to leave out the head owner in those cases, and to refer the head owner to the 

azette notice ? — Where he has only a very small chief rent. 

335 * For instance, in the case of Lord Egremont, for 30 or 40 miles in length 
>ou would not have given him any notice but the Gazette ? — He would only have 
the Gazette notice. 

^ 3 ®' there not sub-lessees in the case you axe speaking of? — There are a 
goo niaay, but the determinable leases are getting out very fast in Ireland. 

337 ' VVould you give all the lessees notice? — I have mentioned already that I 
considered the matter before I came into the room ; 1 think it is a most 
^ .^Fing to know what to do ; I have merely mentioned the great difficulty 
the information, and suggested that as a way of meeting the 

notice ? stiggestion is this, to give the occupier and his immediate landlord 
diatel ^ immediate landlord, whoever was the reputed owner ; his imme- 
that I mere rent-charger ; but what I wished to convey was this, 

woe i u every instance the actual occupier notice, and whofever he said 

was the head landlord. 

339. To whooTer he paid his rent?— Yes. 

^ c 2 340. The 
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340. The occupier must know to whom he pays his rent ? — Yes. 

341. And you would give that party notice ? — Yes. 

342 . 'Would you go higher than that ? — I would go higher, till I came to a fixed 
perpetuity. 

343. Then the moment you came to a fixed perpetuity you would stop short, 
and the onlv individual you would leave out would be the proprietor in fee ?-If * 

1 found that the proprietor in fee was a very small one ; but if I knew who be 
was, I would give notice to him ; but I see the difficulty which I am involved in, 
that the proprietor may ho a very large one. 

344. You cannot lay down as a rule that a large proprietor shall Lave notiee, 
and a small one not ? — I see the difficulty. 

345. Sir William Sotnenille.'] Plave you not known in those perpetuity hold- ■ 
ings complicated interests involved, for instance, the holder in fee, although he bas 
parted with the land to a tenant, has sometimes still possession of the timber ?~ 
Frequently. 

346. Would not that create a fresh complication?— Yes. 

347. Lord Granville ik>mcrset.'\ Would you give a man notice who had property 
in the timber r — Yes, if I could ascertain that. 

348. Would not a man that had property in timber he more likely to be i 
damaged by a railway than almost any other person? — No doubt he would, bat ' 

I believe there are very' few instances of reservation of timber where tliere is 

a perpetuity. In a fee-farm rent there can ho no reservation, and in lives renew- j 
able for ever it is very seldom' the case. 

349. You have mining in Ireland ? — Yes. 

350. With regard to rights of mining, may not this very often happen th^ 4 
gentleman may have rights which are hardly perceptible upon the surface of the , 
land, but to which the rights of mining are appurtenant ? — No doubt of it. 

351. Ought not he to have more than a Gazette notice ? — I see the difficulty; 
but I am endeavouring to meet the difficulty in Ireland of ascertaining the titles. 

352. Chah'man.'] At present you are not prepared to suggest any plan to get 
rid of the difficulty ? — No ; nor do I think I could if I had time to consider it ; I 
think the best mode is to give the best notices you can, and to depend upon the 
relaxation of any error that is inadvertent, if you show that you have used the 
best diligence you can. I see the difficulties mentioned about the head landlori 

353. Have you found that the committees who investigate whether the Stand- 
ing Orders are complied with or not, are ready to receive evidence about any 
practical difficulty that has arisen? — I have found them ready to do so, and the 
committee did an important benefit to Ireland by allowing the Cashel Bill to go ’ 
on last year. 

354. Mr. Wilson Patten.] Have you ever had to draw up a statement for the 
Standing Orders’ Committee, in mitigation of a case of non-compliance?— Hid 
last year. 

355 - Was the difficulty of complying with the Standing Orders made by you 
one of the principal grounds for urging the Committeo to relax the Standing 
Orders in that case ? — No. 

356. Do you know that that is one of the principal arguments always brought ^ 
before the Standing Orders’ Committee, that they have found great difficulty in ^ 
complying with them ? — I am not aware of any case. 

357. Ckairnia 7 u] Do you think that if they used due diligence, parties 
any reason to apprehend that they will be thrown over upon the Standing Ordersr 
— I do not, because there is always great difficulty in ascertaining the dilFerent 
interests hi land. 

358. But when you come before the Committee, are you not at liberty to show j 
that the omission of any owner has arisen not from negligence, hut from the 
possibility of compliance with the Standing Order in that particular case?— 

359. In that case you would not apprehend an adverse decision ? — No, I thiM 

the Committee would consider the difficulty, and if due diligence had been used 
would relax the rule. ; 

300. Mr. French.] Do you consider the construction of railways of importance | 
to Ireland ? — I do, of very great importance, where they are judicious lines. _ | 

361. Do you consider it likely, that if, owing to any difficulty in complying'wi“ | 
the technicalities relating to the Standing Orders, the different railways in Irelaw i 
• were thrown out, an alteration in the money market, or any other pecuniary cjf' | 
cum.stances, might put a stop to the construction of those works altogether ^ 4 

coor^! I 
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course, if there ^as any change in the money market, it would affect the sub- 
'icribers to the Bill, and it might not be subscribed for next year. 

362. Mr. Labouchere."] Are you not of opinion that in Ireland, as in all other 
countries, it is desirable that whatever rule is laid down should be applied to all 
railways? -I should be very sorry to see a distinction between England and 

Ireland. 

363. The question refers to railways in Ireland : do you not think it would 
produce a very bad effect, if any one system of Standing Orders, which was made 
applicable to any one railway in Ireland, was not applied to all railways; in other 
words, do not you think that any rule should be general ? — I think it should; the 
only difficulty in Ireland is in ascertaining the parties interested. 

364. With reference to that difficulty, you were led to suggest that some modi- 
fication might be necessary in the Standing Orders applicable to Ireland, that is 
not necessary in the Standing Orders applicable to England; but confining your 
answer to Ireland alone, do not you think it important that whatever rules may he 
laid down should apply equally to all railways in Ireland ? — Certainly. 

365. '^ir. French.'] Do you think it was an injury to Ireland the Standing 
Orders being dispensed with in respect to the Cashel line last year ? — No, I think 
it was a great benefit to Ireland. 

366. Mr. Labouchere.] And you would think that if the same circumstances 
liad existed with regard to any other Irish railway, the same relaxation sliould 
have been granted? — Yes. 

367. Cka'irman~] The relaxation in the case of the Cashel line was with respect 
to time?— Yes. 

368. It had still to go through the usual ordeal of the Standing Orders 1 — 
Yes. 

369. (To Mr. Jeffers^ Do you concur generally in the evidence which has been 
given by your partner, Mr. Barrington ? — Certainly. 

370. Are there any particular points upon which you would wisL to add any- 
thing? — Simply to supply some facts, which the pecriliar nature of my position 
in our firm enables me to give, as to the difficulty of ascertaining wko the parties 
are ; in one instance, in the neighbourhood of Portarlington, I Lad actually in 
one field nine parties J^etween the owner of the fee and the occupier. 

37). What was the size of the field? — It was certainly under three acres ; it 
was extremely troublesome from the people living in different parts of Uie coun- 
try ; the ow’uer of the fee was Lord Portarlington ; there was no difficulty in 
ascertaining the occupier ; but there were seven between him and Lord Port- 
arlingtou; one lived at Mullingar; one lived in the Isle of Man; others lived in 
different parts of Ii-eland ; and one old lady, who had a pound a year profit, lived 
at Ilfracombe, in Devonshire. 

372. Had you to sm*ve them all ? — I had to serve the old lady, for she did not 
answer a letter. 
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^ 373 - Had you to go there ? — I had ; there was another case in the county of 
Cork where there were 27 persons interested in the land ; and with regard to 
pertaining the ownership in fee, I have actually, in the extensions of the Cashel 
Railway, been obliged to put down the owner in the alternative, there being 
two gentlemen, each contending for the owmership in fee, each saying that he is 
the owner in fee. 



p4- Lord Granville Somerset^ What is your remedy for that inconvenience? 
—I should say that no practical evil could be done to any party if notice were 
served upon the occupier of the land, also upon the reputed owner of the land ; 
iind if the plans and books of reference, instead of being lodged with the 
clerks of the peace in counties where they have a fee attached to them, were ac- 
cessible to the public, filed in some public place, where everybody could have 
access to them, 1 think that would be for the benefit of all parties. 

. 375 - Mr. IPilson Patteti.] Is there any office in Ireland where the subdivisions 
o property are registered ? — Not the subdivision of minute leases ; they are not 
necessary to he registered. 

usual process for getting at the intermediate parties between 
owner and the occupier ? — Tbe process I have adopted is this : I go on the 
av 4 • occupier ; I find to whom he pays his rent ; I go to him ; I 

^ whom he pays his rent, and I hunt it out in that way, and even in that 
great di^culty in ascertaining the owner in fee. 

3 y 7 * is that the only way in which you can get at it ? — It is. 

S’S- C3 37S. Is 
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M. Barrington, 378. Is there any process of rating that assists you?— That will give you 

and the occupiers upon the land ; I have referred to the baronial constable’s boolij 

Mr. P. D. Jeffers. ])ut they leave you quite in the dark. | 

“ 379- Is there any office for registration of deeds ? — There is ; but that c^t ! 

9 May 1845, giyes you the head interest, and the intermediate interests in some cases. ' I 

380. Chairman.'] You spoke of the deposit of the book of reference; would roi 

make that book of reference contain the names of all the parties whom it no? 
contains ? — No ; that would be still a continuation of the evil ; it should contatu 
the occupier and reputed owner. 

381. Then what notice would the book of reference give to those intermediate 
parties ? — That must be entirely between the owner and the occupier ; they wonH 
be sure to obtain a knowledge of the property to be taken, and they could ha^e 
reference to it ; but no practical injury could occur to a landlord holding miTif|_ 
for instance, or having interests that might be affected by the railway ; became, 
though he would not have notice of the railway, yet when you come to take hi 
land, he certainly would have notice then ; in order to make a title, you must gire 
him notice. 

382. Lord Granville Somerset.] If your reasoning be correct, does it not go to 
say that no notice need be given to anybody, because everybody would know when 
you took his land? — I think notice should be given as far as it is possible. 

383. You saythat you would give notice to the occupier? — Yes. 

384. And you would give notice to the individual to whom he paid his rent! 

— Not the individual to whom he paid his rent, but the reputed owner; who 
may be a very different person. 

38.5. Would you give notice to the man to whom he pays his rent ? — If I could 
ascertain it I would. 

386. Is not that one of the easiest things to ascertain? — ^Not in many cases; | 

lie luay pay his rent to an agent. i 

387. Then from that agent you could ascertain the name of the landlord?- | 

No doubt. I 

388. To whom would you give notice ; supposing the reputed owner should he ? 
No. 4 out of 9, would he be the only person you would give notice to besides the i 
occupier? — ^That is what I would suggest as a remedy for the evil, that the ^ 
notice should he given to the person who is notoriously in the country the owner 
of the land. 

389. Supposing nine persons have an interest in the property, you would giw 
notice to only two? — Yes. 

390. You would leave out the other seven for personal notice? — Yes. 

391. In the book of reference would you put in all the nine? — No. 

392. Out of those nine persons whom would you put in ? — The occupier of thj 

land and the reputed owner. ‘ ^ 

393. Then you would leave out seven out of the nine ? — Yes. r 

394. Might not the reputed owner be the person who has the smallest interest 1 
of any of the nine ? — It is possible, hut I should scarcely say it would occur ; the ^ 
leputed owner I conceive to be the person who, if you went down to the countij 
and made inquiry of the baronial constables and public officers of the grand juiji 
would be the person they would name. 

395. But the leputed owner may not he the party who has the most interest! 

— It is possible. 

396. Take the case of Lord Egremont ; is it generally known that he is the 
owner of a great portion of that property ? — I should say in many cases not. 

397. But in many cases he would be ? — Yes. 

398. He would he the reputed owner ? — He would. 

399. Then you would give him and the occupier notice, but you would not . 
give the lessee notice who has the chief interest in the land ? — In the great 
majority of the cases contemplated by me, if a party went upon the land lo 
inquire who was the owner, Lord Egremont would not he named as the owner. 

400. Do you mean to say that any person who went to make inquiry upoo 
the property would not know that Lord Egremont was the owner ? — I do not ^ 
say that ; but the general repute in the country would be, that some gentleman 
having a perp^frial interest under him, and under whom the parties living upon ^ 
land are holding, was the owner. 

401. To him you would give notice ? — Yes. 

402. But 
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402. But the parties between that individual and the occupier you would leave 
out?-Yes. 

403. Do not you think that many of those parties would be as much interested 
in having notice as the reputed, owner ? — I should say not. 

404. Supposing the lessee in perpetuity grants a lease, do not you think the 
sub-Iessee might have as much interest as even the lessee in perpetuity ?— If there 
were a lease in perpetuity, no doubt. 

405. Would not he have a very important interest? — No doubt. 

406. But you would give that man no notice Not according to the plan I 
propose ; I merely suggest this as the only remedy which I think there could be 
for the existing state of things. 

407. You think the thing must either be as it is, or that must be the remedy? 
—Yes. 

408. Do you think that the proprietors in Ireland generally would feel that 
their property was quite safe under such an arrangement?— I think they would. 

409. (To Mr. Barrington.) What do you think upon that subject I think 
the present system is most secure for the owner; no doubt of it 

410. Do you think there is anything so peculiar in Ireland that the rights of 
property should be infringed, without due notice given, more than in Eno-land r— 
No, I do not ; upon the whole, I would say that I do not see how%ou can 
change the present system. 

41 1. Your opinion is, that looking at the difficulties on the one hand, of per- 
sons projecting railways, and the advantage of notice to the proprietor on the 
other, the present Standing Orders, with the relaxation which the Standing 
Orders’ Committee usually aiford, is the best system?— I certainly think so; 1 
think that any alteration made in the way I first suggested would involve 
a chance of injustice in the first instance, though it might be corrected in the 
purchase of land afterwards ; in the present instance it imposes great difficulty 
and considerable expense upon the railway company, but it gives great security 
to the owners.— {Mr. Jeffers.) The owners in fee, who are the representatives of 
the original grantees of large tracts of country, have granted leases renewable 
for ever. 

412. 'Mr.Warburton.'] With a right of entry if the rent is not paid?— (Mr. 
Barrwgto7i) In some instances, and in some not ; Lord Powis had a large estate 

I know another estate in which there were above 
400 different shares to make out a title to, and every one possessed of one of 
those would be treated as the landlord. 

4 ^ 3 * Is a right of entry reserved in case of non-payment ? — It is always 
reserved in cases of lives renewable for ever, but not in cases of leases for ever. 

414. Mj. Gregory.] Do you think that the same difficulties occur in England 
num the subdivision of land ? —Certainly not. 

41 . 5 - Therefore there is more difficulty in complying with the Standing Orders 
in reland than in England ? — For the reasons I have stated, there is. 

410. Mr. french.'] Have you ever considered whetlier it would be desirable to 
ave a local inquiry, such as was proposed by Mr. Vignoles, in Ireland?— No, I 
tiimk it would be very injudicious. 

417- Ml'. Why so? — I think it would lead to a great deal of dis- 
trust m Ireland. ,8 

41 8. Chairman^ It has been suggested that the inquiry which now takes place, 

0 compliance with the Standing Orders, before a Committee of the House of 
be conducted in Ireland either by some Government Board or 
y an officer appointed under Government ; what is your opinion upon that sug- 
^ lOD . I should say that if a Board or an officer were appointed by Govern- 
Ordels^^ ^ ascertaining compliance with the Standing 

of prefer that to the present mode of inquiry before a Committee 

fid Commons ? — I should doubt that very much ; I am perfectly satia- 

Committee of the House of Commons. 

Cor^*^" There are two parts of the inquiry before the House of 

; first, there is the inquiry before the Suh-Committee on Petitions as' to 
compliance with the Standing Orders ; and then there is the equitable 
mimi^ Standing Orders’ Committee ; should you think that the preli- 

condu formal compliance with the Standing Orders might be 

t'nram'H Ireland, leaving the equitable jurisdiction of the Standing Orders’ 

1 ee to he exercised by the Houser — 1 think all the facts might be ascer- 
C4 tamed 
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tained in Ireland; but the difference in expense is nothing, because you prove sS i 
those matters now by affidavits made in. Ireland ; you do not bring over the witneses. I 

421. Mr. French.'\ Is there no additional expense in bringing your engines i 
and solicitor here ?— You must bring them for your Committee ; I think that if \ 
the facts were ascertained in Ireland, they might be submitted to the Committe« ^ 
here. 



Luna, 19 ° die Mali, 1845 . 



Mr. Labouchere. 
Mr. French. 

Mr. Strutt. 

Mr. Warburton. 
Mr. Greene. 

Mr. Gregory. 



PRESENT : 



Sir William Somerville. 
Mr. Wilson Patten. 
Mr. Redington. 

Mr. G. A. Hatnilton. 
Sir Robert Ferguson. 



THE RIGHT HONOURABLE SIR GEORGE GREY, BARONET, 
IN THE Chair. 



Mr. George Lewis Smyth ; Examined. 

422. Chairman."] YOU are a Parliamentary Agent ? — Yes. 

423. Have you had the charge of any Irish Railway Bills in the course of yon 
practice ? — Yes. 

424. Have you had the charge of many Irish Railway Bills ? — I am sorry to aj 
there have not been many Irish Railway Bills. 

425. Have you had considerable experience in preparing, and in conductin' 
through Parliament, Irish Railway Bills ? — I think I have had my fair share of tin 
Railway Bills which have come from Ireland. 

426. How many Bills have you had the chai’ge of?— I have had only wie 
Railway Bill this Session ; I have seven railway oppositions. 

427. Have you also experience in English Railway Bills ? — In only one Eng- 
lish group this year; though not the agent for the Bills, I have been. eonnectei 
in a subordinate capacity with many. 

428. Does your experience enable you to state whether there are any peculiar 
difficulties arising under the Standing Orders in the preparation and conduct of 
Irish Railway Bills, which do not apply to English Railway Bills?— I should aj , 
none whatever. 

429. Have you any suggestions to offer to the Committee with referenced 

the present object of their inquiry ? — None, unless it be that in the course of f 
business I have seen the great value of the improved plan and section which S- 
John Macneil now uses, and which, I think, would be a better model than tfe | 
one which is affixed to in the edition of the Standing Orders, which was origiuaSf | 
furnished by Sir John Macneil. > 

430. Is that a suggestion applicable to Ireland only, or to the United King- 
dom ? — To both countries. 

43J. Mr. LaOouchere.] In w’hat respect do Sir John Macneil's present?^ 
and section differ from the plan and section appended to the Stancling Ordes 
— He introduces now on the same sheet of paper every thing that you waot t-' 
examine ; you have the plan and section, the enlarged plan and the cross sectii® 
together ; he introduces them all at present on one sheet, and fol purposes « j 
reference it enables paities to comprehend at oho glance the various plans aK : 
sections ; I think it a decided improvement. ’ 

432. Chairman."] You said that you have had the charge of seven oppositi^^ ^ 

to Bills during the present Session ; have those Bills ah'eady come before ® _ 
Standing Orders Committee? — Some of them have. ' / 

433. How many? — I think four. ^ 

434. Have those Bills passed the Standing Orders Committee, or has the oppJ' . 

sition been successful? — I think in eveiy one I have yet appeared in, I have I 
successful in getting a report against the Bill. ' ,J 

435 * blie Committee on Petitions? — In the Committee on Petitions, audag^' f 
in the Standing Orders Comtnittee ; but there is one of them hung up at pres^®'' .. 
which will be decided, I hope, to-morrow. . 1 

436. “‘i 
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43(5, Have the objections in those seven cases of opposition been g-enerally of 
tiie same character r — A good deal of them the same. 

437. Of course they have been objections founded on the ground of alleffed non- 
compliance vdth the Standing Orders? — Yes. 

43S. Can you state tlie general character of the objections which you have 
made?— The general character of the objections which I have made, and succeeded 
ill establishing, were objections to the plans, inasmuch as the plan did not properly 
describe the lands and premises, inasmuch as the proper owners, lessees and occu- 
piers were not inserted in the book of reference, and that the different properties 
were not properly numbered on the plans. ^ ^ 

439- first general class of objections 'would be the defective nature of the 
lK)ok of reference i — And of the plan ; they always go together. 

440. Mi. Strutt Do yon include the sections ?— I di°d not include the sections 
except m the last case I had ; the engineering difficulties that I sustained were 
comparatively few ; there were peculiar circumstances to account for that ■ it was 
not that there was an absence of objections, but, except in the last case, the prinl 
cipal objections upon which I succeeded were upon the plan and the book of 
reference. 

44]. Chairman.'] How many of those Bills are going on now, notwithstandino- 
the Rej)ort ?— In one of them, the parties seeing the petition came and gave mv 
clients the terms that they desired. Allusion has been made to tliat petition by 
a witness here the other day. In the two others that have already been heard 
the Committee on the petition reported against the Bill, and the Standing Orders 
Committee decided that the Standing Orders ought not to be disiiensed with 
In the fourth case, the Committee on the petition decided that the Standino^ 
Orders had not been complied with. That petition is at present hung up ; that is 
to say, it abides the decision of the Standing Orders Committee ; the others are 
petitions now m progi-ess against Bills, not on Standing Ordei-s. 

44-2. What has been the late of the Bill of which you had charge? — We 
passed the Sub-committee, being reported against in one slight point ; the word 
^ompulsory ’ was not inserted in the Gazette notice respecting the purchase of 



4.x, oil ^ — That Bill is in progress ; in every other respect 

the Standing Orders were complied with. 

opposition to that Bill upon the Standing 

445- Chairman.] Does your experience enable you to state whether there are 
any very formidable difficulties in passing an Irish Railway Bill through Parlia- 
ment?— None; there are no more difficulties in passing an Irish Railway Bill 
than there are in passing an English Railway Bill; and there is no reason at all 
for stating, that, if the Irish solicitor and Irish agent do their duty, the Bill will 
not p^s. 

446. Mr. Warburton.] That is, if they take reasonable time? — Clearly. 

^7. ^'h. Labouchere.] Are you acquainted with the way in which English 

liaihvay Bills have been got up ?— Yes. 

in Is there not a much more minute subdivision of property in Ireland than 
j. ^ There are in some parts of Ireland, no doubt, very minute sub- 

isions of land, and there are also a number of very small tenements. 

^ gi'eat complication of derivative interests ?— The derivative 
losf ^ numerous also ; but I never knew an instance in w'hicli a Bill was 
tint derivative interests had not ahvays been served ; and I should say 

Standing Orders Committee shall have decided that a Bill so 
knf j t fli® pomoters having used due diligence to gain a 

anv PM c interests refeiTed to, and having failed, I do not think there is 
Irish making a distinction between the practice as regards English and 



cultT in to understand you to say that there is no more diffi- 

I think T than in England ? — No more difficulty, that 1 am aware of ; and 

wnv Tiili ^®QKainted with the progress minutely, and in detail, of every Rail- 

w ich has come from Ireland for the last 10 years. 



faciiitipo ^^’f'hurton.] Does the existence of the six-inch Ordnance map afford 
dowm lines of railway in Ireland ? — It affords very 
01 - ■ ^ believe it leads .them also into very numerous mistakes, 

‘ D 452. How? 



Mr. G. L. Snyth. 
19 May ifi46. 
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Mr. <?. X. SmyM. 452. How? — In this way ; the map being a map which at the time was ex- 

ceedingly well constructed, and being a map of a good deal of detail, it is veir 

19 May 1845, common for them, when they are in a hurry, as often happens to be the ease, ic t 
take that map and lay down their line of railway upon it, assuming that the diri. i 
sions of the land upon that map are correctly marked. 

453. They rely entirely upon it ? — Too much so ; they ought to go to the 
ground to lay down any new buildings which haTe been erected, or new divisions 
of land which have been made since the map was published. 

454. But if they made only a reasonable use of it, it would afford them very 
great facilities r — ^V ery great indeed. 

455. Would those facilities be more than enough to compensate for any addi- 
tionai impediments that may arise in Ireland, as compared with England, oa 
account of the number of small holdings and the number of intermediate leases ? 

— I should say, decidedly ; and I can say, with regard to oppositions for which I 
have been concerned, that clients of mine have prepared plans in which they 
found no difficulty in getting at the names of the ownei's and occupiers, and 
that other clients, again, where the parties promoting the Bill have made mistakes 
in that respect, in correcting those mistakes. 

456. Mr. Trefic//.] You know Mr. Redmond ?~'Yes. 

457. He is one of the principal promoters of the line you are concerned in, the 
Wexford and Carlow ? — Yes. 

458. A portion of that line ran through property belonging to him ?— I believe 
it did. 

459. Would you be surprised to hear that Mr. Redmond, with att the diligence 
he has been able to use, has found it impossible to trace tlie derivative interests 
in the land he holds himself? — I should be very much sm-prised. 

460. Sir William Somervide.] You say that you never knew an instance where 

the Standing Orders Committee threw out a Bill on account of the derivative 
interests not having been properly stated ? — Clearly so ; the only instance I ever ^ 
knew of a case of mistake as to derivative interests w'as a case, last year, in the 1 
Great Southern and Western, and when it was explained, the Standing Orders | 
Committee allowed the Bill to pass directly. ^ 

461. Mr. Labouchere.] Do you mean when it was explained that due diligence i 
had been used ?— Certainly ; tbe parties produced the gentleman who gave them ^ 
the misdirection ; the gentleman giving the misdirection was tbe agent of the ■ 
party who was misdescribed, and the Committee immediately allowed them to 
proceed. 

462. Mr. Frefich.1 Were not the Standing Orders suspended altogether for that 
railway? — There was a special dispensation given, and a nunc pro tunc question 
raised with regard to it ; hut the question of the derivative interests came on at a 
subsequent period, and stood upon its own merits. 

463. Chairman.'] Was not it the fact that the Standing Orders were suspended | 
as to time, so as to let the Bill in at a later period than it could have been let in i 
according to the strict rules, and then having been introduced, it went through the I 
usual process of investigation as to compliance with the Standing Orders ? — Yes- • 

464. Do you find that the Standing Orders Committee make allowance for any | 
peculiar difficulties which the promoters of a Bill may experience in getting up i, 
their case for Parliament ? — I think in the generality of cases they are very indul- 
gent and very reasonable ; at the same time, of couree, like other practitioners, I 
myself have occasionally had a case in which I have thought my clients have been 
hardly dealt with. 

465. Mr. Labouchere.] How did you think that they were hardly dealt witli; 
was there too much strictness, or too much latitude ?— I thought they were too 
strict upon more than one occasion ; I thought last year clients of mine were hardly 
dealt with ; I was promoting a Bill for the Grand Canal Company, which was thrown 
out in the Standing Orders. In the same Session the Standing Orders Committee 
allowed the Great Southern and Western Railway to go on riding over them all, 
and the Grand Canal also. 

466. Chairman.] You think them rather lenient to Railway Bills, as comp®^ ^ 
with other classes of Bills ? — I think there is more leniency shown by the Standing 
Orders Committee to Railway Bills than to any other class of Bills, judging fre® < 
my own experience. 

467. Mr. French.} Is that all the experience you have on which you * 
that particular opinion? — It has been the result of my general observation. 
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Sir Afflcnez'Z/ ; Examined. 

468. Chairjnaii^ YOU have had considerable experience as an engineer in the 
preparation of Irish railway schemes to come before Parliament ? — I have, both 
iu Ireland and Scotland, and some in England. 

469. Does your experience enable you to state whether there are any peculiar 
difficulties affecting Irish railways which do not exist with regard to railways in 
England and Scotland No ; I do not know of any difficulties ; I think the sub- 
divisions of land in Ireland are smaller and more numerous ; there are a greater 
number of fields to be numbered, and the owners and occupiers to be ascertained, 
in Ireland, than in England or Scotland ; that is the only difference between the two, 
that I am aware of; but there are great facilities afforded to the engineer by the 
Ordnance Survey of Ireland, which more than compensate for that inconvenience. 

470. Have you any suggestions to offer to the Committee with regard to the 
Standing Orders, as applicable peculiarly to Irish Railway Bills?— No ; I think it 
would be a desirable thing if all Railway Bills, if in fact every Bill for Ireland, was 
obliged to he brought in upon the Ordnance scale of six inches to a mile, instead 
of leaving it open to any thing above four inches ; as it is, the present Standing 
Ordere admit them if they exceed four inches to a mile. I think it would be a 
desirable thing if, having such an admirable survey, they were restricted to six 
inches to a mile ; the facilities which have been afforded to me in the numerous 
Bills I have brought into Parliament by that survey are incalculable; in fact an 
engineer must be very negligent indeed if there is any mistake committed in the 
lengths or subdivisions of property, or the town-lands or parishes, or the boimd- 
aries, or the turnpike-roads, public roads, or even the farm-roads. In some of the 
counties where the surveys were first made, all the fields and subdivisions were 
not inserted ; in Derry, for instance, part of Louth and part of Monaghan and 
Cavan; but in every case where a survey is made of a paidrieular line, we send very 
careful men, with the line marked upon the Ordnance Survey, after it has been 
laid out by the engineer, to see whether any alterations have been made in the fields, 
whether any fences have been removed, or new ones added ; those we put in, in 
red, upon the Ordnance sheets, and afterwards our plans are engraved or lithographed 
from those; the red marks being peculiarly brought out to the view of the engraver ; 
and in that way, I think great accuracy may be arrived at in Ireland. The levels 
which are also shown upon the Ordnance Surveys are of very great importance ; we 
check our levels by means of them, and in very fewinstances have I found a varia- 
tion of more than two or three feet, and that is as likely to be an error in ours 
as in the Ordnance Survey ; or it might arise from not being able to ascertain the 
exact points of the grounds where the levels have been referred to. I am glad to 
be able to bear testimony to the great importance of the Ordinance Survey to 
Ireland ; I think it is of immeiise advantage. 

Mr. Warhurton^ Are the contour lines of equal altitude yet laid down 
upon any of the engraved maps ? — Not any that are published. 

47i^. Mr. French.'] You were engineer to a Western Line in Ireland, of the 
length of 75^ miles?— Yes. 

473- There was a petition presented against that line for non-compliance with 
the Standing Orders ? — There was. 

474* Are you aware that it was stated in that petition, and that the instances 
'rere pointed out, that you had not complied with the Standing Orders in 2,836 
points r — I am quite aware of it, and I was exceedingly sorry for my own sake that 
it was not investigated ; if they had gone on, I feel no doubt whatever that it would 
have appeared that there was not a single iota of that statement that was correct. 

475- Chairman.'] That was a Bill which you had the charge of, which was 

opposed?— Yea. 

476. You were aware that those objections had been taken ? — Yes. 

477- Had you the slightest apprehension that the Bill would not have gone 

. ^1^6 Standing Orders Committee if those objections had been thoroughly 

jj^tigated ?— Not the slightest ; I was disappointed and sorry that they were not, 

use I thought it bore upon my character for accuracy in preparing Parliamentary 
lo«t^^ ^ should have liked to have fought it out. I may say that 1 have never 
6^'sfo Standing Orders ; I believe I have passed eight or nine this 

478- Are the Committee to understand, that in a case where due diligence had 

Iritl* experience or anticipate greater difficulty in passing an 

^ Bill through the Committee on Petitions and the Standing Orders 

^ D 2 Committee, 



Sir /. MacneiU. 
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Committee, than an English or Scotch one? — As an engineer, I should say tlat 
it is easier for an engineer to comply -nith the Standing Orders in Ireland, as far 
as engineering is concerned. There are, I believe, gi-eater difSculties in Ireland 
in proving the names of the owners of property, from what I have heard, than in 
England or Scotland. 

479. Your opinion is confined to your own experience as an engineer?— 
Entirely. 

480. Mr. French'] Can you go upon the lands to make yonr survey in Ireland, 
at as early a period as you can in England ? — ^Tho crops in some instances are not 
so soon off the ground, but in very few instances have I ever met with the least 
refusal ; on the contrary, the tenants are anxious to get you on, in hopes of pro- 
curing work. 

48 1 . When are the potato crop and the corn crop off in the west of Ireland?— It 
is very late. I cannot myself speak much of Galway, nor am I myself aware of the 
Ordnance Maps of the county of Galway very minutely ; I do not know as to their 
accuracy, as compared with the north, the south and the east, which I know well. 

482. You are aware that the owners, lessees and occupiers are more numerous 
in Ireland than in England? — ^Yes; I have known instances where there were 
13 owners and occupiers of one field. 

483. Have you been misled by the occupier as to the name of the owner?— 
I do not consider that the work of the engineer ; he would merely number the 
fields, and send his assistant with the solicitor to ascertain the names of the owBeis 
and occupiers ; but I dare say such things have occurred. 

484. Mr. Strutt.] In cases where you could show that yon had been misled by 
the occupiers or the owners themselves in preparing the book of reference, should 
you feel any apprehension that the Bill would be thrown out by the Standing 
Orders Committee upon that ground? — I do not know any instance myself of 
pai’ties being misled ; I know that in some parts of Ireland a man would be misled 
intentionally, without any other object than fun or joke, but I would have no fear 
of being thrown out on that account. 

485. But if that was proved to the Standing Orders Committee, do you appre- 
hend that the Standing Orders Committee would recommend that the Bill should 
be thrown out upon that ground? — I should not fear half a dozen things of that 
sort, but I should fear 400 or 500 ; but I never knew an instance of that kind. 

486. Mr. French^ In the event of an error in your draughtsman making the 
limits of deviation beyond what your Bill enables you to take, is it your opinion 
that the Standing Orders Committee would reckon that as one error, or that they 
would reckon each particular error where the angles of the fields crossed the 
apparent limit of deviation? — I suppose, strictly speaking, they would reckon 
each property, because they might belong to different individuals ; one would be 
just as much an error as the other. 

487. Mr. Strutt.] In a case of that kind, might not each individual so far be 
misled by being led to suppose, upon reference to the plans, that his property was 
not to be taken ? — Yes. 

488. French.] Could his property be taken if his name did not appejuin 
the book of reference r — I should think not, but that is a legal point. 

489. Then if his property could not be taken, no compulsory power could be 
exercised over his property, and therefore no injury could accrue to the owner of 
the property? — I think not. 

490. Mr. Would it be no injury that he should be under the impres- 

sion for several months that his property was liable to be taken, and that it was 
necessary for him to take proceedings against the Bill to prevent it? — Yes, as 
for as that is concerned. 

491. Chairman.] Have you any further suggestions to offer to the Committee 
upon the subject of the present inquiry 1 — There is only one suggestion, and that is 
with reference to the datum line ; this .year I have adopted the plan, in Bills I 
have brought into Parliament, of giving an enlarged plan of the datum point, and 
a reference to the same. I think if that was geuemlly adopted, it would prevent 
a great many mistakes that now occur, and it would also afford greater facilities 
to parties wishing to check surveys. 

492. You offer that as a general recommendation with respect to all Railway 
Bills — T think it would be a very good thing in every Bill. 

493. Mr. Wilson Patten.] Would it give any additional difficulty?— Very 
little ; it would be only giving an enlarged survey of the spot. 

494. According to the pre.sent plan in the Standing Orders, is not the datum 

line 
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line variable ?— No, it is referred to a certain thing ; the top level of a canal is 
alwavs understood to mean the level of the veirs over vhich the water flows, but 
manv persons are not aware of that, and it has been stated that it is a variable 
point, which it is not ; but it would be better to give some other example, and by 
giring an enlarged plan of it, it would call the attention of engineers more par- 
ticularly to that point. 

49.5. ’Mr. French.] Do you think it necessary to lodge two entire plans of the 
line in each county through which the railway mns; would it not be sufficient 

to lodge a ]dan of that portion of the line which runs through the county ? 

Quite sufficient ; I never could understand the reason of lodging more. 

496. Are you aware of the Grand Jury Laws in Ireland ?— I used to know 
something about them, but I believe they have been altered since then. 

497. In taking lands for roads, is it not the fact, that it is not necessary to give 
any personal notice to the owner or occupier or lessee, but the only notice given 
is a posted notice in the district through which it runs ?— I believe so. • 

498. Qiairman.] You mean that the notice is sent by post, instead of beino- 
given personally ? — I believe it is merely posted. 



Mr. Robert Samuel Palmer \ Examined. 

499. Chairman:] YOU are a member of the firm of Messrs, Palmer and Net- 
tleshipl — I am. 

500. Parliamentary agents or solicitors ? — Solicitor's. 

501. Have you, as solicitor, had the charge of many Irish Railway Bills during 
the present or any former Session ? — I have been concerned for several Irish Rail- 
way Bills in Parliament ; amongst otljers, for one of the first, the Dublin and 
Kingstown, and for the Dublin and Drogheda, and the different amendments of 
those Acts. 

502. Have pu bad the charge of any in the present Session? — I have ; the 
Dundalk and Enniskillen, the Dublin and Drogheda, and the Kingstown and 
Bray. 

.'503. Are you concerned in opposition to any Irish Railway Bills ?— Not this 
Session, but I have been in former Sessions. 

504. Are you able to state whether there are any peculiar difficulties which 
present obstacles to the passing of Irish Railway Bills through the Committees on 
Petitions and the Standing Orders Committee, which do not affect Bills relating 
to England and Scotland ? — No, 1 am not aware of any peculiar difficulties. 

505. Have you had experience in English or Scotch Railway Bills ? — I have 
not had much experience. 

506. Jlr. Warburton.] If reasonable time is taken in getting information and 
pying notices, do you find that there are any peculiai* difficulties in the case of 
Irish Railway Bills? — I think not. 

•jO/. French .] What do you call “reasonable time I think the time 

that is given for the preparation of English Railway Bills is sufficient for the pre- 
paration of an Irish Bill; but most of the Irish Bills of this Session have been 
got up with great haste. 

50b. Are not the crops later a great deal in Ireland than in England ? — With 
^gard to the engineering department, I am not prepared to speak as to the facili- 
ties of making accurate surveys. 

509- Is it possible for the solicitors to execute their business without the assist- 
ance^ of engineers’ sections, stating the heights and soon? — Certainly not ; no 
^licitor can do that part of the business without the assistance of an engineer ; 
le calls upon the engineer on all occasions, and follows the instructions of the 
engineer. 

5 >o. Sir Robert Ferguson.] Can he commence his business before tlie engineer 
got far advanced in doing his work ? — Yes ; he can prepare his notices before 
. ® ®“gineer has supplied him with the particulars to fill them up ; the mere fill- 
of the notices after the data are furnished by tlie engineer is a matter of 

<?oupJe of days ; by putting on an additional number of clerks, it is easily done. 

•^ 1 !' Chairman.] You think that where duediligence is used there are no insu- 
liam\ f difficulties in the passage of Irish Railway Bills through Par- 

K present Standing Orders ? — I am not aware of any ; tbere^ is a 

■ ^bdivision of land; there are intermediate interests between the head landlord 

^ D 3 and 
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Wr, R. S. Palmer, and the occupjdng tenant which may render it more troublesome to ascertain aB i 
the intermediate interests which ought to be served. » 

19 May 1845. 512. Butyou w’ould not suggest that any of the parties who possess those inter- 

mediate interests should be deprived of the notice to which they are now entitled' ^ 
— There is veiy little use in serving the head landlord where the intermediate ' 
interest is a perpetual interest upon a lease of lives renewable for ever ; the head 
landlord perhaps receiving 50 1 . a year as a fixed annual rent, which he has no 
means of increasing, being bound by his covenants to renew in perpetuity, and the 
leaseholder having probably 1,000 1 . a year out of the land. 

513. Mr. Warburton^ In such cases where the land is taken by the railway, if 
there is a quit-rent reserved to the head landlord upon the land, is it customary for 
that rent to be reserved and made payable by the Railway Company to the land- 
lord, or is the laud purchased ? — The land is purchased by the Railway Company. 

514. Not subject to the quit-rent? — Not subject to the quit-rent. 

515. Mr. EVe«cA.] Must not the engineer complete his plans before you cat 
make out the hook of reference to those plans? — He must, certainly. 

516. Sir Robert Fergusoyi.^ Is the quit-rent or small rent paid in perpetuity to 
the head landlord purchased by the Railway Company, or is it left upou tlie 
remainder of the property ?— The Raihvay Company purchases the absolute inte- 
rest in the land, and the superior landlord, according to the present practice, s 
served with a notice as the freeholder ; how the particular compensation is appor- 
tioned between the head landlord and the intermediate interests, 1 am not able to 
give any information to the Committee ; that is matter for agreement when the ' 
compensation comes to be paid. 

517. Chainmn.'] Has not the head landlord a direct interest in the land taken 
by the railway in respect of the rent-charge payable to him out of the land ?-He 
has, legally speaking, but practically ' he has none ; the lessee pays him the Kime 
head-rent after the land is taken as before. 

518. He does not receive compensation from the Railway Company ?— I do not | 
think he does. 

519. Sir Robert Ferguson!\ Have you any clause in your Railway Bills, in any 
case in which the land is held under the Church, authorizing the Railway Com- 
pany to purchase up the proportion of the rent payable to the Church?— I liare 
no experience as to that ; it has not occurred in any cases in which I have been 
concerned. 

520. Mr. JV trhurton.'] You have stated, that from the number of small holdings, , 
additional difficulties might arise ; do not the lines of raihvay sometimes go 
through very extensive bogs, where the holders may be very small in number!— 

In some parts of Ireland. 

521. Mr. French.'] Is there not great difficulty, in those bogs, in deciding wbo , 
the owner is ? — I should think not as to the owner ; there may be as to the occu- j 
pierj that difficulty arises in this country with .I’egard to common rights in the * 
same way, and perhaps in a greater degree, in this country than in Ireland. | 

522. Mr. Warburton.] From your experience before the Standing Orders Com- | 

mittee, should you anticipate, in such a case where the difficulty is very great, th&t 
they would stop the Bill upon such a ground? — That is a matter for the discretion of | 
the Standing Orders Committee ; I am not aware of any Bill being th^o^vn oal \ 
upon objections of that sort. ' 

523. Chairman.] Have you any other suggestions to make to the Committee?— 

I think, with regard to the book of reference, there is no provision in the Standing 
Orders for the promoters of Railway Bills amending the book of reference before 
they present the petition for the Bill ; but it may frequently occur that errors are 
discovered between the time of lodging the book of reference with the plan, on | 
the 30 th of November, and the service of the notices ; parties are enabled by the I 
very form of tbe notice to intimate the corrections that ought to be made, and , 
it has been a difficulty Mth me to know how to deal with the book of reference, 
where errors have been discovered between the time of lodgment, and the pr^ » 
sentation of the petition ; you may discover errors in the interval, and have d» j 
means of correcting them. | 

524. Would you then suggest that between the 30 th of November, when tbe t 
book of reference is required to be deposited, and the presentation of tbe petiti® ) 
for the BUI, tbe promoters should be at liberty to make corrections in the book of | 
reference to any extent ?— I think they ought to be at liberty to make tkeift 
and that it should be specified what are corrections, and what are not. 

525. Would 
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525. Would it not be likely to lead to a loose practice in getting up the book 
of reference, in the first instance, it they had the po'X' er of correcting any errors 
which they might find in it up to the time of presenting the petition? — I think it 
must be left to the discretion of the Standing Orders Committee to say -whether 
the corrections are of that magnitude that the Bill ought to he stopped. 

526. It is not the fact of any inaccuracy in the book of reference that is fatal 
to the Bill; does not the Standing Orders Committee now decide whether the 

inaccuracy is of sufficient importance to prevent the Bill proceeding? They are 

called upon to prove that the book of reference is correct. 

527. Supposing it is not correct in a few unimportant particulars, is that fatal 
to the Bill ?— I am not aware that it is ; hut the agent for the Bill, I understand, 
is called upon to prove before the Committee that the book of reference is 
correct. 

528. Mr. Sti-utt.] This suggestion of yours is not peculiar to Ireland, hut it will 
apply equally to England ? — Precisely. 

529. Mr. Trench:\ Is it not so far peculiai- to Ireland, that these trifling errors, 
from the number of the holdings, would be more numerous in Ireland than in 
England ?— I think they would be more numerous in Ireland than in England. 

Captain William Scartk Moorsom ; Examined. 

530. Chamnan.] HAVE you, as an engineer, had considerable experience in 
the preparation of Railway Bills, both for England and Ireland ?- 1 have prepared 
between 15 and 20 Bills for England, and I am engineer to two this Session in 
Ireland. 

531. Have you experienced any peculiar difficulties arising out of the Standing 
Orders in the preparation of Irish Railway Bills, as distinguished from those in 
England : — There are some difficulties which apply more strongly to Ireland than 
to England ; the Standing Orders of the present Session are modified in several 
instances, and therefore both in England and Ireland they are more difficult to 
comply with than in formfer days ; but there are some peculiar difficulties in 
Ireland. 

53 -’ Will you state what peculiar difficulties arise out of the Standing Orders 
in the way of Irish Railway Bills?— They may be classed, I think, as aiising 
partly from the nature of the holdings and the properties, and the mode in which 
they are lineally described on the ground, and partly from the people themselves 
being unaccustomed to these operations; so that you are obliged either to trust 
to natives not experienced, or to import, at very considerable expense, strangers to 
the country, Englishmen, who, of course, do not know the language as well as 
the natives themselves ; and I apprehend that the information you obtain as you 
go along the country is liable to misconception, because they generally take you 
or a person connected with taxes ; I have been vei*y frequently mistaken for a 
ax-gatherer myself; they are unwilling to give you information. 

533 ; Mr. Warburlon.'] When you speak of “ people unaccustomed to these 
10ns, do you mean the people employed upon the survey? — I spoke of the 
ns people themselves having but very little practice, and therefore not picking 
up ft rwerepce in the same way that an experienced railway-man would do. 

53 ^ Chairman.'] Would you state that your last objection is one "which arises 
OQ 0 the Standing Orders, or one which could be cured by an alteration of the 
^ understand the question to be, whether the Standing Orders, 
Involve more difficulty than in England; and I say, that the 
P u condition of the people in Ireland is such, that it does throw us into 
to*b^ • * ^ l^reland than England ; they are more accustomed in England 

aie these questions put, and to answ'er them fairly; whereas, in Ireland you 

rt -° ^ that it is nothing that will touch his pocket. 

Orde^ ’ remedied by any alteration of the Standing 

tieati^ 1 *^fflnulty is very much connected with the time given for the inves- 
satLft-^ll ^ sufilcient time given for the investigation in Ireland, you may 

case ^ ^ as to your intentions, whereas I had no time to do it in our 

wliich ' prepared to state any specific alteration in the Standing Orclei-s, 

horn recommend to be applied to Irish Railway Bills, as distinguished 

not 1,/'^ Scotch?— I should answer that question by saying that lam 

^^1 tpared with specific alterations; the Committee are aM'are that these 
D 4 Standing 
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Captain Standing Orders are very elaborately framed ; they are a very large superstruetju^ 
fy. S. AJoorsom. raised upon .a certain basis ; now, to projiose any alterations in these Standin? 

OrdeiT?, will require vast consideration in harmonizing all the parts together. 

19 May 1845. before the Committee prepared to say, crudely, that I should alter 

a-dozen of these Standing Orders, without seeing their effect upon others ; but f 
the Standing Orders were made so as to allow the plans and the book of refer, 
ence to be deposited at a little later time in Ireland than in England, I think tht 
would generally harmonize with the existing state of things in Ireland, partis, 
larly as to the state of the crops, which are later. 

537. You refer to the required deposit of the plans and book of referencebt 
the 30 th of November? — Yes, chiefly to that. 

538. Are you prepared to state to what ])eriod you would propose that the tiau 
now fixed for the deposit of the plans and book of reference should be enlar^* 
— Speaking, of course, with some hesitation, from wishing to consider the subjer, 
fully in its bearings, I should say, that if a postponement could be made to tbe 
31 st of December, it would be of advantage. 

539. Do you think that advantage might be gained by the ]>repai'ation beiii| 
begun at an earlier period r — If you could get off the crops, that advantage might k 
obtained; but whenever we do a thing of that kind, my instructions always are, “ If 
you find a farmer come to object to your going over the country, tell him you 
pay him the fullest possible couipeusation he can ask and I have often bm 
jwevented from so doing by farmers saying, “ That, sir, is all very well ; but I da 
not like your going over my ground.” 

54.ri. Mr. /'^ardurton.] On the other hand, does not the existence of tie 
Ordnance Map, on the scale of six inches to a mile, afford great assistance to 
persons laying down a line in Ireland? — The Ordnance Map unquestionably is a 
assistance; and w'as designed, when it was brought before Parliament, to be as 
assistance ; but the Ordnance Map requires re-surveying, because the features have 
changed since that time. Tlie Ordnance Map expresses, with cousidemble minute- 
ness, things which an ordinary survey does not express exactly in the same way; 
therefore it has to be remodelled to the Standing Orders, and it requires tame 
to do it. 

541. The question is not, whether it affords all the iufonnation requisite, but 
• whether it does not afford very material assistance ?~It does ; but that does not 

affect the question as regarding the crops ; you could not use the Ordnance Sung 
without going on the ground. 

542. 'J'he question is, whether, going on the ground, it does not afford ven 
material assistance which you would not have if the Ordnance Survey were noth 
existence? — Certainly, where the ground is cleared so that you may go over it, 
I think the Ordnance Survey affords great assistance, which you have not to tbit 
extent in England, though you have the assistance of the Ordnauce Survey « 
England ; and in England you have also an assistance more complete than thatd 
the Ordnance Survey ; namely, the Tithe Commutation Plans. 

543. When you said, as one of the peculiar difficulties in Ireland, that the people 
were unaccustomed to the operations, did you mean the persons employed by the 
promoters of the Bill in procuring information? — I mean, both the inhabitants 
and the persona employed by the promoter's, who are alike unaccustomed to tliese 
operations ; you cannot get experienced railway practitioners in Ireland M 
present. 

544. C/iairma?!.] Have any Bills in which you have been concerned been d^ 
feated by opposition before the Committee on Petitions or the Standing Ordos 
Committee in the present Session ? — Yes, one Bill, the Shrewsbury Bill, throTs 
out by opposition, and one of the Irish Bills, the Ii'ish Great Western, was al» 
thrown out upon opposition, not by parties interested iond Jldt ; and that is oaf 
of my objections to the Standing Orders, that parties not hond jide interested 
make objections. 

54,'). Is that an objection that applies to England as well as to Ireland?— 

.‘)46. In the ca.se of the particular Bill you mentioned, did the axlverse decisk® 
of the Standing Orders Committee result from the circumstance you have men* 
tioned of your not having had time to get up the hook of reference and to make 
the plans by the 30 th of November, and, in fact, are you of opinion that if the sug- 
gestion which you have made, that the time should be enlarged to the 31 st 
December, had been in operation, that Bill would have gone through tlie Standii? 
Ordei's Committee r— I think 1 can say that if we had had till the 31 st of December 
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to revise our plans, "whicli is the latest operation that is done, I am sure the 
objection M-ould not have existed. The objections taken were not taken to those 
plans which we had been able to prepare with care, namely, the plans for the 
Parliamentary deposit on the 31st of December, but they were taken upon a par- 
ticular set of plans which were deposited upon the 30th of November, we only 
hs>ing been able to commence after the crops were off in October. 

547. Mr. Warburton.'] What was the line of which you are speaking? From 

Dublin to Galway. 

548. What was the length r— One hundred and fifteen miles, but it involved 
surveys of 200 miles to select the proper line. 

,<549. Was not that a late period to commence a survey for so long a railway ? 
—We might have commenced earlier had the ground been open to us. 

550. Do you mean to say that the whole of the ground was covered with crops ? 
—No ; of course the bogs were not covered with crops, but those portions of the 
ground which it is the most essential to survey, namely, the smallest holdings, were 
almost all covered with crops. 



1 . Knowing the time by which those surveys were to be prepared, do not you 
think that it was imprudent to commence at so late a period the survey of so 
extensive a line? — I should certainly think that it is more prudent to commence 
in April ; but the Standing Orders, and in fact the seasons, leave us no alternative ; 
ve are obliged to commence when the ground is clear ; we are obliged to survey 
by stealth. 

552. Chdrman.l Looking forward to fnture years, do you anticipate that the 
same difficulty will exist if the Standing Orders continue unaltered ?— There is no 
question that these difficulties exist, and there have been some notorious cases of 
Bills being prepared in a very short time. In the case of the Bristol and Exeter, 
in the year 1836, we had about a month to prepare the line ; and there have been 
many other notorious cases. It is all very well to talk about taking time, and 
engineers exercising care, but it is universally known that the farmers always object 
to your going upon tbe lan^ till the crops are off; and there is not time to make 
more than that survey which is efficient for the purposes of Parliament, but is 
not efficient under tbe present Standing Orders; the practice being to admit 
objections by parties having no interest but that of throwing out the Bill. 

553. The last Bill you mentioned is an English Bill ; are the Committee to 
imderstand that you would recommend that in all cases there should be an exten- 
sion of the time beyond tbe 30th of November ? — That English Bill was thrown 
oat upon another ground ; the Bristol and Exeter, I said, was a notorious case, as to 
being prepared in a very short time. 

.554- Your suggestion that the time should be extended beyond the 30th of 
November for the deposit of the book of reference and tbe plans, does not apply 
to England, but only to Ireland ? — Only to Ireland ; I do not see any necessity 
for it in England, because the crops are sooner removed. 

555* At what time do you generally begin, in the case of English Bills, to make 
the surveys r — I have begun as early as July, but that would apply more to grass 
countries, where the hay is the principal crop. 

556. You are the engineer of the Cornish Railway ? — I am. 

557- When was the survey begun for the Cornish Railway now before Parlia- 
ment ’-About September. 

55^. Were the crops then off the gi’ound? — They were mostly off the ground, 
chiefly a grass country ; Cornwall is an importing country as 

559- Mr. Strutt^ Supposing you had now determined upon some railway 
*c eme for the next Session of Parliament, should not you think it right to take 
wme steps towards the survey in the spring, if it were a railway of more than 
dete ^ length? — We had in Cornwall a line of more than 100 miles 
termined upon before this time last year ; we made trial surveys, not having 
erence to the Standing Orders ; but in order to ascertain bow the line would run 
a certain direction, and we were obliged then to w'ait till the crops were off 
'We could commence our Parliamentary surveys ; of course, we had not then 
all general line ; that was already determined ; but we had to take 

- September which were essential for the Standing Ordei-s. 

cue I^oes not that general survey very much facilitate the subse- 

” rfi ^ degree, but not so much as might be imagined. 

^ • there w’ould be no objection to make the general survey in Ireland, as 
E well 
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•well as in England, in tlie spring ? — Then you come to another point; ivea?« | 
here treating now of the application of capital; we are in a peculiar positioa* 
this moment ; capital is ready to go any where ; but in the general state of 
in England, capitalists will not invest their money in shares for the mere objw^' 
the use of cajiital 15 months afterwards. 

562. Mv.TVarburtonI] The object is to bring out the shares 'while thevu? 
likely to bear a premium? — No ; I say that the capitalist in England will 
invest money 15 months before it -will lie wanted, in order to obtain merely a njfe 
of concession. 

563. Chairman.~\ There would be some investment of capital required topjr 
for the previous general survey ? — Y es j but I do not speak with reference to tha 
small amount of capital. 

564. Then what is the precise obstacle to making the general survey forsa 
Irish line in the spring, as you state to be the practice in England? — A genera! 
survey for an Irish railway, or for any railway, cannot be made till capitalists bw 
determined that they will make the investment ; that is the general basis of tbesi 
undertakings. I leave out that kind of speculation which says, “ Will you run ne 
a survey, and I will pay your expenses?” Hence it is determined that a cerija 
investment shall be made by railway capitalists; I speak as one myself. Not e 
you put it to a merchant at Liverpool, “We are going 15 months hence to obto 
an Act of Parliament for a certain railway, which is likely to produce six or sctsb 
per cent.,” his answer is, ‘Tnl 5 months hence I hardly knowwhether I shallbea 

a position to take up this case ; therefore let us wait till it is necessary to pw ’ 
the deposit, and then 1 will see what amount of shares I shall take up arf 
hence it is very rarely the case that you can find capitalists bondjidt interested in 
these undertakings till after the pressure of the spring business is over, about Jait ♦ 
or August. 

565. "Would not you make this year an exception to that, judging from tlie 
number of ^new schemes which are constantly appearing in the public papers ?- 
On paper ; but the apparent investment now in the papers is illusory ; I caasafdr 
say that I have not investments to anything like a tithe of what probably nanr 
gentlemen have who have been of the same standing as myself as capitalists; of 
couj’se, speaking in a very small way. 

566. Your opinion is, that there is not now, under the present Standing Ordra, 

sufficient time given for making the surveys necessary in Ireland, from the tiiK , 
that the crops are off the ground to the 30 tli of November? — "Under thepresec 
Standing Orders, the practice is now changed from what it was ; if the Com- ^ 
mittee had a return, showing the number of petitions presented, and the numbe 
of objections taken upon those petitions, as compared with the number of Rail- 
way Bills, they would see, that by the practice of the House now, the labour ritk - 
reference to Standing Orders is, I should say, a thousandfold increased, as com- I 
pared with former years. The practice appears to be to admit points, whicli issd i 
not to be admitted in former years ; I can safely say, that Bills which I have broagiit | 
in about the year 1836 , would never have passed under the present practice as te | 
the Standing Orders; while at the same time I believe there were no real ob]«- | 
tions to them. ! 

567. Mr. ifrcwc//.] From your experience in England, do you find that f 
number of owners, lessees and occupiers, on any given distance, is greater or 1® 
than in Ireland ? — It is considerably greater in Ireland than in England. 

568. Do you find that the size of the fields in England is considerably la^- 
— On the average, the fields are considerably more numerous in Ireland, and conse- 
quently smaller, than in England. 

569. So that the difficulty of rigidly complying with the Standing Orders^ - 
England is much less than it is in Ireland? — It is so, as compared with p£«!» 
districts in Ireland; Ireland being agricultural entirely. 

570. Can you give the Committee a few examples, in the surveys that youbs™ 

been concerned in, of the difficulty which you have to deal with in certain j 
stances from inclosures ? — Yes ; I think there are 57 or nearly 60 inclosur^ c®*" ? 
prised in the space of less than two inches on the map of the Irish Great | 
Line, which was brought into Parliament under my direction ; and I could not gi’* | 
instances of any thing like that in any of the English railways which 1 1 ^^^® ** j 
present in charge. , 

571. Were those inclosures all accurately marked and numbered upon i 

map?— Those particular ones, I believe, were. , i 
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572. Is it the fact, that in the townland of Doogerhaim, a rural district, not Captain 

comprising the subui’bs of any town, in the distance of half a mile, there are a ^oortom. 

hundred iiiclosures ; that in the townland of Rinmore, in two furlongs, there are 

40 inclosures ; that in the townland of Garraun South, in the pai-ish of Oranmore, , *9 

in three furlongs, there are 57 inclosures ; and that in the townland of Keelty, in 
the parish of Drum, in the county of Roscommon, in five furlongs, there are 71 
inclosures ; have you any idea whether that is an accurate statement ? — That 
statement is accurately taken from the map laid before Parliament of the Irish 
Great Western, and my last answer has summed them up accurately ; there are 
about 60 inclosures in two inches. 

573. Chairman.] Then it appears that in all those cases the Standing Orders 
were complied with, and that you found no insuperable difficulty in marking and 
numbering upon the map those several inclosures ? — I said that the Standing 
Orders had been complied with in that pai-ticular case of the 57. 

574. Do the objections to which you have referred, apply to those small 
inclosures ? — In some instances they do. An observation on the ground may be 
correctly taken, but this is a combined operation ; if there is not sufficient time 
10 level it carefully, although it may be said that the errors are committed in- 
doors, yet it is the fact, that the state of the crops having detained them out of 
doors, has created the en-ors in-doors. 

575. Mr. French.] You had 13 plans to prepare to be deposited?— Yes. 

576. Is not that a difficulty ?— Yes, the number of figures within a small 
space on all those plans is so great, that technical errors may have occurred, 
notwithstanding the greatest possible care and diligence ; it is evident that amid 
100,000 numbers there must be errors; it is not within the power of human 
nature to prevent errors entirely, though they may he ameliorated by having 
abundance of time. 

577. Cftairman.] You stated that 13 different plans were required to be de- 
posited ; is not it the usual practice to make one'^plan, and then to lithograph all 
the other plans from the original one, in order that there may be no discrepancy ? 

—That is generally the case, but that only changes the nature of the difficulty ; 
if there are two or three months to lithograph, you may safely proceed to litho- 
graph, but if you have not much time, it is a dangerous thing to do, because after 
you get your lithograph sketches from the lithographer, you must compare them 
c^fully, and return them to him, so that to lithograph accurately takes a longer 
time than executing plans by hand, especially in Ireland, where the Ordnance Map 
to so great an extent abridges your labom, and really abridges that part where 
the lithographer is of the greatest service. 

578. In those particular instances, were the 13 plans all separate plans ? — They 
were all done by hand. 

579- Mr. French.] Have you opposed any English raOways ? — I have opposed 
two or three English railways, I believe. 

How many objectious were the most you have been able to get up, on 
diDterent engineering points, against any English railways which you had to 
oppose ?— There was an English railway very much the same length as the Irish 

b .n! I was called upon to oppose, and as I knew that they had 

ad but a short time to complete their arrangements, I presumed that I should 
number of objections, and the objections which 1 found that I would 
b f before the Committee, so as not to waste their time, were about 200; 

Q 1 had a much more severe case than that in Ireland. 

•5®’ • Irish case, how many objections were you prepared to substantiate ? 

. ^ Irish case, where the line was of the same length as the English, and 

1 ^ prepare their plans, the objections were 

of the Irish railway had had a long time to prepare their plans, 

course they would not have more time than the crops would admit of. 
not Were those objections investigated? — I believe they were 

tio^^^* It the practice very often to give notice of a vast number of objec- 
intention of investigating them ? — A petition was lodged, 
arrangement between the parties that it was not gone into. 

Preoar* fl f • aware whether the. opponents of that Bill were 

pi'oof to substantiate all those objections ? — No question of it, 
e promoters were so alarmed, that they immediately made proposals. 

■^’5' E 2 . 585. Were 
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585; Were those 2,836 all en^neering objections ? — Yes. 

586. Did the objections altogether amount to 4 , 000 ? — I think very nearly to 
that. 

587. Mr. Warburton.l Does the same line on "which you stated that there trere 
a gi-eat number of small holdings, go through any district in which there ^^6 
extensive bogs, where the holdings were large ? — Yes, and those to a great exteat 
increased our difficulties ; on the one hand, they gave us appjo-ently a large tracts 
country to run over without making surveys, hut upon going into them as matter 
of reference, I found they were cut up into a number of small holdings, of -wlii^i 
there was no divisible appearance on the ground. 

588. Mr. French.'] Are you aware that the reason why the parties opposingtlie 
line to which you had so many objections, consented to withdraw the opposition, 
was, that the House of Commons had permitted the line with which you were con- 
nected to proceed? — I distinctly understood that that was the case. 

589. Chairman^ Is not it very frequently the case, with respect to Englisli as 
well as Irish Railways, that notice is given of a vast number of objections, and 
that the parties come to terms, by which they agree not to oppose each other heftre 
the Standing Orders Committee? — The Standing Orders practically do lead to 
nullify themselves in many cases. 

590. You mean that in the ease of competing lines, it is the interest of the coa- 
peting lines to fight out the battle elsewhere ? — Quite so ; but a third party fre- 
quently steps in. 

591. It is sometimes the interest of competing lines to waive their ohjectioM 
before the Standing Orders Committee, but the landowners and other parties Laving 
an interest do, in fact, fight their battle there ? — Parties having no interest, for the 
mere purpose of extortion, come before those Committees. 

592. Mr. French.] Is not it the fact that parties having no interest come for 
the purpose of extorting money before the Standing Orders Committee r— It is 
a fact 

593. Chairman,] Can any person appear to oppose a Railway Bill whoisnrt 
directly or indirectly interested ?— I will give an instance, which occurred tins 
Session ; I know an instance in which a petition came before the Committee m 
P etitions signed by a clerk in a solicitor’s office, having no real interest whateverin 
the railway, for the mere purpose of obtaining a sum of money. 

594. That exists with regard to English as well as Irish railways? — It does; 
but I should think it would exist with more force in Ireland, inasmuch as there 
is more need in Ireland, and more needy people. 

595 * You have been concerned in two Irish Railway Bills ; in those cases Lave 
the objections been ma<le by parties having an interest, or having none; have 
they been made under the circumstances to which you have just adverted ?— One 
of the two Bills was not opposed at all ; in the other the petitions were ad- 
dressed to the Committee by competing earners, if I may so term them. 

596. Therefore having an interest, which is recognized by Parliament, as givieg 
persons a right to oppose Private Bills ? — I do not so understand it. I apprehend 
the spirit of the Standing Orders contemplates the protection of property, but 
not the protection of competing c^riers ; because Parliament has told the public 
that competing carriers ought to be allowed to compete to their fullest extent 
rather than to quash that which would be a protection to the public. 

597. Does not Parliament sanction the principle that two competing lin^ 
oppose each other? — Yes, hut I said “ competing carriers.” 

.598. Are not competing carriers, in one sense, competing lines? — In that 
respect ; in this case the petition was by a Canal Company. 

599. In the case to which you referred, are the Committee to understand 
that the objections were made by a Canal Company, which apprehended that 
business would be injured by the construction of the railway ? — Yes. 

600. There is nothing peculiar to Ireland in a Canal Company being admitted 
to make such objections ? — There is not. 

601. It would have the same privilege in England? — Certainly. 

602. Mr. French.] Are you aware, from your own knowledge of the Ordnance 
Ma.p of Ireland, that they show very minute divisions of propertv, and dr«^ 
which do not at present exist ? — That is the case j but it goes farther than that 
the Ordnance Maps show every thing that can attract the eye upon the ground. 
If there he a furrow of a large kind intended to carry off a mass of water from 

field 
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field itself the Ordnance Maps would show it, and would show it by the same 
description of showing by which a fence is also shown. They are, in fact, the 
nicest survey that can perhaps be made. 

603. Mr. Warburton.'} They are not of a nature to supersede examination by 
the s\irveyor employed by the railway ? — It is necessary to go over the ground, 
although you use the Ordnance Survey, in order to mark the divisions which time 
and circumstances may have engendered. 

604. "Ihat would be the case with any survey that was made at a time 
antecedent to the date when the railway surveyor proposes to do his work ? —That 
would be the case, unless the survey was very near the time when the project was 
undertaken. 

605. Mr. French.] Are not the fences in England of a more permanent nature? 
—Quite so; and we really have in England a bond fide assistance in the shape of 
the Tithe Surveys, quite as great as the Ordnance Surveys for Ireland ; perhaps still 
greater ; hut it is necessary also to revise the English Tithe Surveys. 

606. Mr. Strutt.] Are the maps of the Tithe Commutations general through- 
out England Yes, at least 19 out of 20 are made; I can safely say that that is 
correct as to the railway I have in hand. 

607. Chairman.] A previous witness produced to the Committee a map which 
had been deposited under the Standing Orders by the promoters of an Irish 
Railway Bill during the present Session, which proved to be the actual Ordnance 
Map; so that they had in fact made no new map, but put the numbers upon the 
Ordnance Map ; are there any maps in existence in England which would enable 
you to dispense for a line of 100 miles with making any new map ? — Yes, there 
are the Tithe Commutation Maps. 

6oJl. Is there any continuous engraved map which would suffice for a line of 
above 100 miles in any district in England? — No, there is not ; but the maps in 
existence give quite as much assistance as the Ordnance Map gives in Ireland, 
inasmuch as they are upon a scale very much larger than the Ordnance Map of 
Ireland, and inasmuch as the Ordnance Map of Ireland is not upon so large a 
scale as Parliament requires certain parts to be delineated. The necessity of 
delineating extra those parts in Ireland equipoises the fact that the Tithe Surveys 
are not continuous in England. 

609. You mean that the existence of theTitheCommutationMaps enables a party 
to m^e a new map for the purposes of a railway with great facility ? — Yes, I do. 

610. Are they actually made use of for that purpose ? — I know that they are 
extensively made use of, and that they give to Parliament a more correct delinea- 
tion than can possibly be given by any survey subject to any particular alterations 
at the moment. 

6 1 ! . Take the Cornish Railway, which is a long line, do you mean that the maps 
prepared for Parliamentary pm-poses were in fact copies of the Tithe Commutation 
Maps in Cornwall ? — Distinctly so. 

6 1 2. Mr. Warburton^ Do you mean to say that there are generally those Tithe 
Commutation Maps for all the parishes in England ? — For upwards of 200 miles of 
raOway in England I had only to make a new survey of one parish, and that was 
the parish of Tong, in Shropshire. 

613. What was that map constructed from ? — From the first class maps of the 
Tithe Commutation. 



614. Were they parish surveys that had undergone revision? — I will explain 
Ae way in which the Tithe Commutation Maps are made ; the Tithe Commutation 
Maps of the first class are made imder the immediate direction of Captain Dawson, 
of the Royal Engineers, at Somerset House. 

015 - Were all those of the first class — They were; we did not consider the 
^nd class maps sufficient for the purpose ; their first business was to establish 
“6 trigonometrical points, which is never done by local surveyors in surveying for 
t^hament ; that is a very essential thing to be done to establish accurate points ; 
the next thing done is to put in the fences and general forms of artificial divisions, 
after those are done they are sent to the Tithe Office, and revised by Captain 
av-Bon’s assistants ; so that we have a much more complete survey in that way 
than can be made by merely a local survey, taking up a line of railway in the 
'^al manner. 

616. Chairnum.'] Are those Tithe Commutation Maps of equal authority and 
curacy as the Ordnance Survey in Ireland ? — The first class maps are. 

3 ' 5 . E 3 517. Mr. 



Captain 

WC S. Moortom. 
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CiptaiB 617* Mr. Wardurton.j The first class maps \^-hicli you speak of are not univer- 

ff'- s. Looriom. sal with regard to all the parishes in which the commutation of tithes has taken 

place r — No ; it has happened I have generally been able to have first class mats 

19 May 1845. Tjut they do not exist for the whole of the parishes. 

618. Are you aware that a Committee of the House of Commons sat in order 
to take evidence as to the extreme inaccuracy of the existing parish surveys, im. 
mediately after the passing of the Tithe Commutation Act ? — I am aware of the 
fact ; I dare say that any other than the first class surveys would be found inac- 
curate. 

6ig. And that Colonel Colby and other engineering officers were examined as 
to the extreme inaccuracy of the existing parish surveys? — I have no doubt that 
such was the case, but their answers did not go as to inaccuracies as applied to 
the Standing Orders. I will explain that ; an engineering officer in spealdng of an 
accurate survey means that all the large points, as we call them, are correctly laid 
down ; no surveys are leas accurate in detail than the Ordnance Surveys of 
England ; but an engineer officer in speaking of an inaccurate survey will mean 
that the general points are inaccurately laid down, although the details, perhaps, 
may be very accm-ately laid down ; now, what Parliament requires is, that certain 
details regai’ding fields should be accurately laid down, but Parliament cares and 
knows nothing about the large trigonometrical points. 

620. Is not the absolute distance of great importance in compliance with tte 
Standing Orders ? — Not a fraction. 

621. Not the distance over which the railway is to run ? — Not a fraction ; the 
spirit of the Standing Orders is to protect propeixy, and property is not affected 
one iota by making the distance between London and York 100 miles or 101 
miles. 

622. Mr. Wilso?i Patten.] Is that the only object of the Standing Orders?— 
I think it is the essential spirit of the Standing Orders to protect property. 

623. Chairman.] You have made a suggestion that the period now fixed, the 
30 th of November, for the deposit of plans and references, should, in the case 
of Irish Bills, as distinguished from English and Scotch, be extended to the 
Slst of December? — Yes ; but I have coupled it with the observation that it 
requires very carefnlconsideration, in combination with the whole of the Standing 
Orders. 

624. Is there any other alteration of the Standing Orders mth respect to Irish 
Railway Bills which you would suggest? — Yes; the counties in Ireland are 
much smaller than the counties in England, generally speaking, and it requires a 
greater number of deposits or copies of the whole plan to be made for the same 
length in Ireland than in England ; and in my ignorance of what might be the 
intent of Parliament in prescribing that the county deposits shall comprise the 
whole of the line, I should submit, that if the deposits for the counties were con- 
fined to so much of the line as passes through the county, it would considerably 
relieve the amount of labour to be performed in the time that is allowed for it. 

625. Would you include jEngland and Scotland in that recommendation?— • 
I do not see the same necessity for it there, because we are more limited by the 
seasons in Ireland than in England, by the circumstances I have before stated; 
I see no objection to the same thing being done in England, but it is more neces- 
sary in Ireland. 

626. Have you any other suggestion to offer? — The other two suggestions 
which I should offer are rather matters as to the mode of treating these cases than 
any thing else ; it is, first, that petitions should be ascertained not to be presented 
before the Committee for any purpose other than the bond fide protection of pro- 
perty or interest, and that the mode of treating the Standing Orders should he 
such as used to be the practice in former years. 1 think we have admitted parties 
in the present year in a very objectionable way ; I should be ashamed myself 
to appear before a Committee on objections in the way which I find is very fre- 
quently done ; I have not done so this year ; I have advised against making those, 
as I consider them, frivolous objections ; it is not a ease that I treat as a partisan, 
but it is a case of bond fide employment of capital. 

627. To what test would you subject the petition in order to ensure its being* 
bona fide one? — Tests similar to those which petitions are subjected to befor® 
Committees on Bills ; it is not any party who can there appear, but he must show 
a particular interest. 

628. Then would you allow anv person who had a direct or indirect interest 

himseu 
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himself to appear before the Committee to prove a violation of the Standing 
Orders ? — Quite so, he going through a regular form to show that he was bondjide 
appearing to protect an interest. 

6-29. His own interest, or somebody else’s ? — Of coui*se he may appear as agent 
quifacitper aUum,facit per se\ the great objection I have in the present Session 
IS to persons coming before Committees merely for the object of obtaining a bribe. 

630. Do not the last recommendations that you have made apply generally, and 
not to Ireland alone ? — They do. 

631. Jilt. Redington.'] When you say that only a party interested should be 
allowed to appear before the Committee, do you mean a person interested in 
seeing the Standing Orders complied with, or a person interested in the measure ? 
A person interested in the measure. 

632. Chairman.] You mean a pei-son possessing some kind of interest which 

would entitle him to appear before the Committee on the Bill? — Yes, quite so ; 
I should wish to state, in explanation of a former answer, that the case to which I 
alluded, where a petition was presented for the purpose of obtaining money, was 
not connected with Ireland. ’ 

Mr. James C. Hannyngton-, Examined. 

633. Chairman^] ARE you an engineer? — Yes. 

634. Have you been employed as an engineer in making plans and surveys for 
any Irish railway to come before Parliament ? — I have, 

635. How long have you been so employed ?— I have been very much engaged 
in Ireland generally ; on the Waterford and Limerick Railway, I had the greater 
part of 20 miles of it to get the surveys up myself. 

636. Mr. W^arburton^ For how long a time have you been engaged upon 

railways in Ireland ?— The Dublin and Cashel was the first railway I was engaged 
on in Ireland last year. “ 

637. Chairman.] How many Bills have you been employed upon this year?— 
The Waterford and Limerick, the Dublin and Galway, and the Portarlinffton and 
Tullamore. 

638. Are those Bills now before Parliament? — They are. 

639. Have you had your attention particularly directed to the Standing Orders 
prescribing certain conditions which the promoters of Railway Bills ai-e bound to 
comply with ? — I have. 

640. Have you found any difficulty in complying with the Standing Ordera in 
the case of those three Bills in which you have been concerned ? — No I do not 
think I have. 

641. Mr. Warburton.] Have you had any practice in Endand?-— None what- 
ever m England. 

642. Mr. Redington.] Have you been concerned for or against those Bills ? — I 

have Been concerned for the Waterford and Limerick, against the Dublin and 
ijalway, and against the Portarlington and Tullamore ; and I also prepared to 
oppose the Cork extension with the branch to Limerick; I examined the line 
or the opposition, but did not come before the House, as we did not present a 
petition. ^ 

Raiten.] Then you have only been concemed in favour of one 

s Session? — Yes, the Waterford and Limerick. 

-44- is the extent of it ? — Seventy-five miles. 

45- Chairman^ Was that opposed before the Standing Orders Committee? — 
iw ^ petition was withdrawn. 

in A What materials were put into your bands to assist you 

surveys ?— The engineers undertook the sm-veys themselves, and of 

Jrse they are answerable for the correctness of them. 
exiciK^* ” materials did you furnish yourself with to assist you ; are there any 
splH that give you material assistance ? — Yes, in Ireland we very 

TS n® Ordnance Survey. 

din derive material assistance from that ?— Very material assistance, 

onno^* In the case of the Bills that you have been concerned in 

OtHa° n oppose them before the Committee on Petitions, or the Standing 
^ ommittee ? — Before the Sub-committee on Standing Orders. 

• ^ uccessfully ? — I do not know ; the Standing' Orders Committee reported 
^ £ 4 that 



Captaia 
S. Moor4Qtn. 
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that the Standing Orders had not been complied with in the two cases I opposed, f 
but we have not had the decision of the House yet. I 

651 . Mr. JVarburton.] In a line 100 miles long, if you had all the assistance { 

that you required, what should you think a reasonable time for commencing yom I 
survey; how long pre-vdous to the 30 th of November?— I think 1 should haw • 

commenced two or three months previously. 

652. Chairman.'] When, in fact, did you begin the survey of the line forwhicli 
you were concerned ? — The survey of the Waterford and Limerick I commenced 
on the 21 st of October. 

653. Mr. French.] Is that three months before the 30 th of November?— Ko, 
it is not. 

654. Mr. Warburton.] What is the length of that line ? — Seventy -five mile?. 

655. Mr. Wilson Patten,] Was there a petition against the line? — Yes. 

656. How many objections ? — I do not recollect ; I think there were not more 

than 290 or 300 . > 

657. Chairman.] Do you think there is sufficient time now allowed for tbe 
preparation of the book of reference and the preparation of the plans, before the 
30 th of November? — I think so, because I have examined some of Sir John 
Macneil’s lines, which he had had time to get up, and I had the greatest difficulty 
to find any errors in them. 

658. Mr. French.] Did you find any error in them ?— Scarcely any; ifit vas ^ 
an error, it was such a mere technicality that it could scarcely be supported. 

659. Mr. Redington.] Is the line of Sir John Macneil’s, which you examined, 
the contemplated extension of the Dublin and Cashel line ? — Yes. 

660. Is there a great division of property upon that line? — Yes. 

661. Mr. Fre 7 ich.] Are you a pupil of Sir John Macneil’s? — No; I was a 
pupil of Mr. Rhodes, the engineer to the Shannon Commissioners. 

662. Chairman.] You think that, where due diligence is used, there is no imu- 

perable difficulty in complying with the Standing Orders ? — I can speak for myself; 1 
I think that I could take 20 or 25 miles of railway, and do it without any assist* f 
ance in two months, and have not a single case of non-compliance. | 

663. Have you practically two months before the 30 th of November on which I 

the survey can be goingon? — Yes; the survey might go on now, or it might go I 
on in August or September. I 

664. Mr. Warburton.] Have you found any thing to prevent your commencing 1 
the survey previous to October, on account of the crops not being removed from j’ 
the ground ? — I always found the parties owning the ground most civil to me in 
every way, and assisting me to get through generally. 

665. Then the consideration that if you began earlier, the crops would not he t 
removed from the ground, would not induce you to forbear commencing the survey f 
at an earlier period if you could do it ? — I do not think it would in Ireland, 
because the surveys we use are already made by the Government, and we have no 
difficirlty in surve^png. There is nothing to do but to run a line of levels across, 
and that would injure the land very little. 

666. Mr. Fi'ench.] You are not accustomed to survey the line over which you 

go ? — Seldom or ever ; we always take the Ordnance Survey, and then we go 
across the fields with it, and see that every field is correctly shown. * 

667. Mr. Strutt.] You correct the fences and buildings where you find them 
inaccurate? — Yes ; we have strict orders to do that. 

668. Chah'man.] You go over the ground to see how far the Ordnance Survey ^ 

is correct, and you supply all tbe omissions you find in it ? —Yes. J 

669. Mr. Warburton.] How much of the labour of the first survey does the 
existence of the Ordnance Survey save ? — It saves us two months of the survey. 

670. It would take the same number of people four months longer if they had 
not the Ordnance Survey ? — I think it would. 

671. On what length ?~On a line of 120 or 160 miles. 

672. Mn Redington.] What part of the Waterford and Limerick line did you 
survey ? — From the town of Carrick-on-Suir to Cahii*. 
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Mr. Estcourt. 
Mr. Warburton. 
Mr. French. 

Mr. Redington. 



Mr. Labouchere. 

Mr. W. Patten. 

Sir William Somerville. 



THE RIGHT HONOURABLE SIR GEORGE GREY, BARONET, 
IN THE Chair, 



FHzstephen French, Esq., a Member of the Committee; Examined. 

673. ranimnaO I believe you ivish to offer some suggestioms to the Com- 
mittee was desirous of mentioning a few things, more to corroborate the 
testimony which has been given before the Committee, than to o-ive any direct 
testimony on my own part, for I have personally had no^experimee in 

railwiq- management, nor have I attended very much to the private business of 
this House but I know something of the general system in Ireland under which 
piihhc works are executed, and I think it desirable that public works, such as 
railroads, If possible should be earned on in Ireland with the economy that “ 
cstah ished, comparatively speaking, between England and Ireland with respect 

‘0 notices, Tand 

^ Ireknd for public purposes, and it is not there necessary,' as it is 
hem, that notice should be served on the owners and occupiers and lessees; 
this IS a matter of very great importance to promoters of works of this 
hIter’estsTI f account of the numerous derivative 

“<■ '“soos actually are; 

or ‘ f . Y- ’“’l >s » notice ou the police biurack 

’’ t'n ‘0 place, which 

tsi?T^f tbZd- f *” ™ *1“^ '='«* of ff>o petty 

Sed work LtoTT“r‘*‘ of *^o expense of the pro- 

intadT SwlwL®'“ °“‘«od to lodge a map of the 

thSit oil t secretaiy of the grand jury, 10 days before the holding of 

noHce ou ThT ” ■ '■ssiaes; and we are required to serle a 

?or rp?Lntmr?T’ wUeatiou is inteilded to be made 

baronii thr™.S^ l?' distiiignishingthe several townlands and 

5 reTu reXr®?!, a portion of their land may or will 

preS to tL ootice is to be served on the occupiers 16 days 

cnly tbinv k application is to be made ; now this is tL 

''®”o obliged to do in Ireland; 
the kud is- tw f- f**® ’“'f "’l‘“ fit® 1®®®® °f 

the wav the Act ®ccupi®r, and the pubUo notice served in 

attends * “f Pai'liament directs, which I have mentioned, is all we have to 

4d^d te the ™ ®“t®f “Otice should hO 

6--Vm p ’t”® mentioned?— Yes. 

the 6th k 7th cf* wor^ {’“Imnlat -l^ct specifying the notices?— There is ; 
of the lanH ht, 4 th, under which the ocjcupiers or the owners 

the amount nf f ^ to claim 

Parliament to are directed by the Act of 

are also damages the traverser may suffer; but 

accrue to him consideration what collateral advantages may 

tliey think opp^>=; asking of such road, and to make any abatement which 
levied and niid verdict being given by the jury, the amount is 

the Parliatn^wA person whose land has been taken ; in this way we avoid 
a veiy large sum oTmoney^^^^’ England have amounted to 

county road^r?*!!? does the expense fall?~Upon the county at large if it is a 
Tl‘ere U no* district through which it runs if it is a distidct road. 

315. P e of investigation ; you have 26,000 miles of turnpike road in 
P England, 



F. French, Esq. 

M.P. 
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F. French, Esq. Eno-land, and they are bankrupt for about nine millions sterling, two of wbie}- S 
,M. ¥. Parliamentary expenses. In Ireland 40,000 miles of road are kept in * 

“T: for 435 OOOZ. a year, and the debt is veiy trifling, 111,000 1. of this sum bemss 

31 ay 1845. sini^ingfund. 

677. Mr. Wa 7 'bu 7 'to)i.'] The bringing up -witnesses must be attended 

expense ? It is not attended with considerable expense ; it is at the coimtv 

town that the traverse is tried. 

678. Mr. Wilson Patten.'] Upon -whom do the particular expenses of bringing 
up witnesses, and so on, fall ? — 'On the traverser. 

679. Mr. WarburtoJi.] Is that the case, -whether the coimty give more or Itsj 
than what is demanded? — Unquestionably. 

680. You consider the Parliamentary expenses would be very considerable ?- 
The Parliamentary and other preliminary expenses of eight Railway Bills in 
England was l,137,000h: 15i per cent, on their entire cost. 

681. Chairman.] Was not a great part of that expense incurred in the Parlia- 
mentary contest subsequent to the Bill passing through the Standing Order Com- 
mittee ? — I have no means of dividing it. 

682. Mr. Labo/ichere.] Was not also a good deal of money spent in giving large 
compensation to different proprietors r — N o pai’t of this 1,137 ,000 1 . ; the Birming- 
ham Railway paid between 700,000 1 and 800,000 L compensation to proprietors; 
and 72,868 1. were the Parliamentary and other preliminary expenses. The Par- / 
liamentary expenses of the Great Western, South Western and Brigliton linw 
were about 250,000 1. 

683. Chairman.] Are you able to state what proportion of that 72,868 were 

Parliamentary expenses, and what proportion were preliminary expenses, aiisiLg 
from giving notices and so forth ? — I am not. ; 

6S4. Have you any other suggestion to make as to any alteration which you 
would recommend as applicable to Irish Railways ?— I agree with the evidence tliat 
has been given, that under the peculiar circumstances in Ireland, an altemtionof > 
the time for the preparing and lodging of plans should be made ; at present, owing 
to the lateness of the harvest in Ireland, it is hardly possible to commence a sun-ej 
much before the end of October, and the plans, maps and specifications must lie f 
lodged on the 30th of November ; there is also the very great wetness of the cli- 
mate ; a great number of days it is impossible for the men to be out ; 1 think 
that the time is much too short to enable you to get up the plans. 

685. You concur entirely with the evidence of Captain Moorsom upon that . 
point ? — Yes ; o-vring to the wetness of the climate we have not so many working 
days, and also o-wing to the very great subdivision of the lands, the labour is much 
greater than it would be in preparing the survey of a line of the same length in 
England ; 1 hold in my hand numerous letter’s from solicitor’s in extensive practice ; 
in Ireland, stating many cases where the parties in possession were not themselves 
aware of the nature of their titles ; Mr. Redmond, of Wexford, writing to me on | 
the necessity of some modification of the Standing Orders in respect to Irish I 
Railway Bills, states, that he is tenant of some lands rene-nnble for ever through | 
which the Wexford and Carlow line -was to run ; in order to ascertain -without " 
error who were between him and the fee, he made application to the different ^ 
agents, one after another, of whom there were no less than four, and thought by 
this means he had completed a perfect book of reference ; but, to his great sur- 
prise, learned afterwards there were some persons omitted having an interest of a 
few shillings annually in the land. I have referred to a speech made by the 
Attorney-general for Ireland, in describing the nature of the tenements through 
which a great proportion of a railway with which I happen to be offlcially con- 
nected runs ; it -was a speech made in the year 1843, upon the subject of the 
Irish Poor Laws ; he states, that in the Athlone union, through which the raihvay 
to which I refer runs, there -v-ere 366 tenements rated at \^d. each, and that tkey 
produced altogether annually only the sum of 1 1. 18s. \\d . ; in the Tuam union, 
through which we run, there were 400 tenements, which were rated altogether at 
2 1 . ; in the Ballina union there were 628 tenements rated at ^ d., and 1,402 tene- i 
inents at 1<^., and 58 at or under l^t/., and 222 at or under 2d.; there were 
2,083 tenements that w'ere altogether paying 13/. 10 s. 8d.; 5,352 persons 
i-ated who did not pay above ^d. each ; I give this to corroborate the state- 
nient of Cai-)tain Moorsom and Mr. Tarrant, who stated that the divisions ° i 
land Y\ cre so minute in the west of Ireland, that using a scale of two incu« t 

beyotw I 
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beyond what was required by the Standing Orders of the House of Commons, 
theT were obliged to put the numbers on with a magnifying glass. 

fi86. What alteration would you propose in the Standing Orders to meet that 
case ?— If the mode which is adopted in regard to public works in Ireland were 
adopted in regard to railways, there would then be no necessity for books of 
reference at all. In the map you describe the parish and the townlands, and the 
number of perches that you go through. 

657. Mr. IE Patien.l Do you consider that the proceedings under the Grand 
Juiy Act are satisfactory in general to the population ?— I do. 

658. Are there no complaints of injustice under that Act, of parties taking pro- 
perty for public works ? — I have never beard a complaint ; a person may be 
displeased, as every person is at a portion of his land being taken, if he considers 
that it interferes with the economy of his farm. 

659. Are there any officers in Ireland connected with the collection of rates or 
other duties, who might be made serviceable in carrying out the Standing Orders 
of Parliament in regard to Railway Bills ?— I think the collectors of the grand jury 
cess might be of service in giving a return of oT^mers and occupiers of different 
lands. It has been stated to me by engineers who have been over the country, 
that on asking the name of the owner of the land from the occupiers, he has heard 
them speaking in Irish to each other, which language he understood, though they 
were not aware of it, saying, “Wemust deceive this man and tell him wrong, he is 
going to tax us.” 

690. Is the collector of the grand jury i;ess officially in possession of the whole 
of the rating in his district ? — I should say he is. 

691. Chairman .1 Have you any ocher suggestion to make? — No; I do not 
know that I have. 

Tk>mas G. B. Estcourt, Esq., a Member of the Committee ; Examined. 

692. Chairman.'] ARE you the Chairman of the Standing Orders Committee ? 
— I am. 

693. You have been so, I believe, for a considerable time ? — I have been so 
since the year 1838 . 

694. Can you state shortly the process through which a Railway Bill has to 
pass in the House of Commons before it is read a first time ? — A Petition is pre- 
Knted for leave _ to bring in the Bill ; to that Petition a printed copy of the Bill 
is affixed ; I believe that that Petition, together with the printed Bill, is referred 
to the Sub-committee on Petitions ; the Sub-committee consisting of 42 gentle- 
men, divided into four sections, who are charged with the examination into the 
Petitions and the Bills affixed to the Petitions, for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether the Standing Orders have or have not been complied with. I believe 
that their mode of proceeding is to examine accurately into all the facts ; they 
adjumcate upon nothing, but they report the result of their examination to 
the House ; if they shall report that any of the Standing Orders have not been 
complied with, that report is then referred to the Standing Orders Committee, con- 
sisting of seven Members, together with the Chairman and the Chairman of the 
• ub-committee on Petitions. When the report reaches the Standing Orders Com- 
mittee, the parties may, if they think proper, deliver to the Standing Orders Coru- 
mutee a statement accounting for the cause of the non-compliance with the Standing 

ore; that statement is open to the examination of the opponents to the 
measure, and they may, if they think proper, deliver to the Standing Orders 
omniitt^ a counter-statement in answer to the statement put in by the pro- 
measure. The Standing Orders Committee having then before 
co^°t Sub-committee, the statement of the promoters and the 

un er-statement of the opponents, proceed to take into consideration all the 
com in those three documents ; and if they consider that the non- 

pubU Standing Orders does not injuriously affect the interests of the 

> or injure private parties, or is not the result of gross negligence or culpable 
their BUl promoters, they usually permit them to proceed with 

dec^io' their report presented to the House? — The result of the 

the St*° 1? Standing Orders Committee is presented as soon as possible after 
report Orders Committee have cgme to a conclusjon, in the shape of a short 
decision^^f+u parties may or may not, as may be the result of the 

ot the Standing Orders Committee, proceed with their Bill. 

G 696. Mr. 
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T. G. B. Eiicovrt, 696. Mr. French'] The Standing Ordei-s Committee give to the House } 
Esq., M.p. ’ Commons no reasons for their decision?~No. * r 

697. CAairmajt.] May the House call for their reasons if it thinks fit ?— I ^ 

31 Md> 1845. jjo reason why the House should not do it, but it has been very unusual to callfef f 
the reasons. 

608. Mr. French.] Has it ever been done? — I never knew an instance of*, 
and I believe I have been a Member of the Standing Orders Committee ete 
since it was instituted. 

699. Mr. Redington.] Is there any record kept of the grounds upon whichfije 
Bill may be prevented from proceeding ; is there any record kept of the particds 
grounds upon which the report is made? — No, none. The fact of the Commit^ 
having come to a decision unfavourable or favom'able is entered on the Minutestf 
the Committee. 



700. Chairman^ Would it not be po.ssible for the House to call for the proda. 
tion of the report of the Sub-committee on Petitions, the statement and tbe 
counter-statement which had been the materials upon which the Standing Ordej 
Committee had come to their decision ? — Certainly. 

701. Mr. French.] Ai'e the promoters of the Bill bound, if required witlinj 
certain time, to give a copy of the statement that they have prepared to lay be&w 
the Standing Orders Committee to the opponents of the Bill? — Yes, if the oik 
ponents of the Bill require to have it. 

70-.^. Are the promoters of the Bill entitled to see the counter-statement pre- l 
pared by the opponents of the Bill ? — I should say not, because the practice is not 
so ; I never knew an instance of the promoters requiring to see the count®- 
statement. 

703. Chairman.] Do the parties appear and argue the case before the Standin* 

Orders Committee ? — Never. ^ 

704. The Committee decide entirely on documentary evidence? — Entirely; | 
except there should he any thing in those documents requiring explanation, and if | 
there is any obscurity, then they call in either the agents or any other persons tlat | 
may be in attendance, to give them information so as to clear up that obscurity, t 

705. yir.Lahouchsre.] The decision ofthe Committee is founded upon eqnital)!* j 
principles, and not upon strict technical rules ? — Entirely so. 

706. Chairman.] Is the Committee in the habit of making allowances for cases * 

of non-compliance with the Standing Orders which have arisen out of any peculisi » 
difficulty from subdivision of property, or any other causes to which parties liaTe ‘ 
been subject? — Unquestionably. » 

707. Are you able to state the number of petitions which have been presented 
for Railway Bills during the present Session, distinguishing Irish, English and , 
Scotch r — I was not aware that that inquiry would be made till I came intone 
Committee-room, when I was informed of it by the Chairman, and as farasmj 
private memorandum-book will enable me to inform the Committee, I can sto 
with tolerable accuracy, perhaps with perfect accuracy, that the number of cases , 
that have been reported and referred to the Standing Orders Committee this Ses- 
sion has been 132 ; of these. 111 cases are English, 16 cases Irish, and 
Scotch; of the 132 cases, 102 have been railway cases, and of those 102 railwaj 
cases, I believe I am accurate when I say that nine have been Irish cases. 

708. Can you state the number which have passed the Committee on ' 

Orders, and the number which have been rejected, distinguishing also the 
English and Scotch ? — The number of cases that have been reieeted out of ^ ‘ 
132 have been 29 . 

/09. How many of those have been Irish? — I believe two only. 

710. ^Can you state the nature of the objections? — They are so very numeroBj 
that it is difficult to give any detailed account of them ; the great proportion ^ | 
them are non-compliance with the Standing Orders, in not giving due notice 
owners, or the imperfect way in which the plans have been prepared. 

. ^ been suggested to the Committee, that, owing to the great subdiu" 

Sion of property in Ireland, the number of parties interested in land and | 
lateness of the harvest, the time at present fixed by Standing Order, No. 23 , 6 ^ | 
plans and book of reference, should be extended from tbe 30 ti | 
0 November to the 31 st of December; will you state to the Committee y 
opinion wpon that suggestion ?— I do not think that there is any thing that 1 )« k 
appealed before the Standing Orders Committee which would entitle me to f 
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that there need be anj alteration whatever; at the same time the evidenee which 
has been given before the Committee on that subject seems to imply that it 
would be advantageous to make the alteration in Ireland. I am not aware of any 
inconvenience that would arise, but if this alteration was made, with reference to 
Ireland, I know no reason why, at the same time, it should not be extended to 
England and Scotland. 

712. Mr. French.] Looking at the difference in the time of the harvest in each 
country, do not you think that a difference might be made on that account*— I 
am not acquainted with Ireland, therefore I am not competent to give a lost 
opinion upon that, but I should think the great variety of climate that there is 
in England, would render parts of England as ineonveniently situated, in that 
respect, as any part of Ireland. 

713. Chairman.] It has been suggested that if the time for the deposit of 
the book of reference is not altered, the promoters of the Bill should be at 
liberty to amend any errors that they may discover between the 30th of No 
vember and the period for the presentation of the Bill; what is your opinion 
upon that?- f am not prepared to answer that; the business which particularlv 
falls under my notice as having been brought before the Standing Orders Com- 
mittee, does not enable me either to see the inconvenience, or to suggest an 
alteration; but all these points, I take the liberty of suggesting, had much better 
be referred to that Committee which is usually appointed at the close of the 
Session, and which is technically called the Private Business Committee, because, 
as sj^ested by Captain Moorsom, an alteration in any one of the code of Stand- 
ing Orders might be productive of very serious inconvenience with reference to 
the whole of the code, and therefore I should be very sorry to suggest an altera- 
tion in any part of them, unless a reference were made to the whole code of 
the Standing Orders, in order to see how that alteration bore upon it. 

714- You would recommend that the suggestions which have been thrown 
out by Captain Moorsom and other witnesses should be takeu.into consideration 
by that Committee, which is usually appointed to revise the Standing Orders at 
the elore of the Session ; and that no partial change should be made with regard 
to the Irish Railway Bills? — I think the suggestions, coming from such a quarter 
as Captain Moorsom, and the observations which have been made, Avith reference 
to some of the Irish business during the present Session, in the House, would very 
much incline me to join with those who would recommend the appointment of 
purpose of taking into consideration those suggestions, 
tether with the observations of Members upon the subject ; but, so far as my 
^ from what I have heard in this Committee, and from my own 
oblations, I cannot say that upon my mind a strong impression has been made 
01 the necessity of making any alteration whatever in the Standing Orders ; but 
When istete thaC I beg to say that I state it with great deference, because I am 
0 at acquainted with Ireland, and therefore I should be a very incompe- 
n judge of that which is convenient or inconvenient to that country. 

Moorsom has stated that in his opinion the practice of Standing 
ers Committees has been very essentially vaaied since the year 1836, and that 
56P stiicter now than it was then ; he says, in answer to question 

nPTP k safely say, that Bills which 1 have brought in about the yeai’ 1836 would 
^ r have passed under the present practice as to the Standing Orders, while at 
^ believe there was no real objection to them have you any 
piake upon that statement? — 11^ en the Standing Orders Com- 
never ®^*ginally established, the general principle upon which they acted w'as 
of the ^ indulgence where there was negligence or ignorance on the part 

present day there has been an immense accumulation of 
railwa^b • before the Standing Orders Committee, and particularly since 
of tho* much increased in the House ; and the complicated nature 

of the^f such, that I have no hesitation in saying that the practice 

flf- fiia Orders Committee is much more indulgent now than it used to be 

institution of it. 

CoinmW Then foimerly nothing came before the Standing Orders 

^ the glaring cases of infractions of the Standing Orders, owing 

tbe iastit^f-'^ Sub-committees? — Ihe Committee should understand that 

Committee bub-committees upon Petitions is of very recent date; the 
the SnK-,?^ Standing Orders existed very many years before the institution 
Order*? on Petitions ; upon the firat institution of the Stand- 

‘committee the intention was, that they should discliarge the duty 
G 2 which 
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wMch had been previously discharged by the Speaker ; it was found to be ^ | 
onerous to the Speaker that it was impossible for him to execute it; ^ ’ 
besides that, it was a very invidious service for him to perform, and it ** j 
subject at times, undoubtedly from his great occupations, to be very injui. I 
ciently performed. When the Standing Orders Committee, therefore, was fe; 
appointed, it did not perform the whole of the service which has been mentioned' 
namely, that of examining the Bills, and ascertaining whether there were or wereaa 
breaches of the Standing Orders ; but reliance was placed either upon the SpeaWcf 
officers of the House discovering any cases of non-compliance upon their examinisj 
the Bills, or upon the parties interested one way or the other detecting anyaoih 
compliance with the Standing Orders when such was the case ; any non-complia^^j 
that was detected was submitted to the Standing Orders Committee, and the* 
decided upon the propriety, or otherwise, of pei-mitting the parties to proceed r 
Subsequently, and not many years since, Sub-committees were appointed for the p®. 
pose of examining every measure, and ascertaining critically and very stricdr. 
whether there were or were not any non-compliances with the Standing Ordere,* 
that before the institution of the Sub-committees on Petitions, the number of dob- 
compliances with the Standing Orders that were discovered was much less tk 
it is now. 

717. Mr. W. Patten."] It has been stated by two witnesses in this Committw. 

that the spirit of the Standing Orders as applied by the Standing Orders Committe! I 
was chiefly the protection of private property ; are there not other and very mate- | 
rial objects which the Standing Orders Committee have in view besides it 
protection of private property? — I should say very material, indeed one of themoet 
important is the protection of public property ; private individuals in almc«t iS 
cases are capable of taking care of themselves ; the public is the party that in aloKE ' 
all Parliamentary proceedings requires the greatest protection, and therefore! ghoii I 
conceive that the great duty which the Standing Orders Committee has to perfoia i 
is to consider the safety of the public interest ; at the same time giving the | 
utmost attention to private interests where they are liable to be injured by the I 
measure about to be introduced into the House. | 

7 1 8. Among the other public reasons which are involved, is not one very matKii r 

one the safety of the public, which is provided for by obliging the parties to sho« t 
the curves and gradients, and other engineering properties of the line which tkj | 
propose to carry? — I apprehend that that is the case; my foraier answers app!; f 
generally, and are not confined to Railway Bills. \ 

719. Is not another the question of tunnelUng and the works carried on in the 1 
tunnels of railways? — ^The Standing Orders have been very carefully framed sJii 
repeatedly revised, for the purpose of protecting the public from the accideotJ 
which might naturally be expected to arise from such works, and I should appre- 
hend that it is a very important part of the duty of the Standing Orders Commlttft 
to see that the precautions laid down in those Standing Orders are observed by thf 
promoters of railways. 

720. Is it not also very material that the Standing Orders relating to die 

subscription contract should be looked to by the Standing Orders Committee ?- 
The Standing Orders direct that that shall be a matter of consideration, and Is* ^ 
no reason to doubt the wisdom of such regulation. ^ 

721. In the practice of the Standing Orders Committee, are not those mattes 
as much attended to as matters relating to the private property affected by ^ 
different line ? — Quite as much. 

722. Mr. French.] Are not all those matters which have been referred ton ; 
the questions put to you, matters to be decided by the Committee on the 

if no Striding Orders Committee were in existence, would it not be necessary te 
have satisfactory proof before the Committee on the Bill before they would J 
that the Preamble of the Bill, which states that the construction of such railif? 
is for the public advantage, was proved ? — I apprehend that the Committee on ^ 
Bill is bound to go through the whole provisions of the Bill, but I am not j 
that the Committee on the Bill, since the institution of the Sub-committees « 
Petitions, is bound to see that all the provisions of the Standing Orders ^ 
critically and accurately observed. f 

723. Chairman.] Do not you think that that inquiry which has been 



to in the last question is likely to be much more satisfactorilv conducted bj* | 
Committee which is accustomed to it, and is employed in the same business frt* | 

i 1 Bills?- 1. 



day to day, than by the varying Members of separate Committees on 
— 1 have not the least doubt of it. 



724- 
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724- Mr. Zaionchm.] Does it not appear to j-ou that it is also mneh more r. G. S. 
likely that an equal rule will be applied to all parties, if the cases are considered n.r. 

by the same tnounal, than if they are inrestigated by a diversity of tribunals =_ 

I hare not a doubt of it, very particularly as Committees upon Bills are now con- 
stituted, because those tribunals vary on every occasion when a Bill is committed ■ 
the constitution of the tribunal certainly produces five gentlemen who are alto- 
gether disinterested, and whose judgment may be relied upon, with reference to 
the propriety of insisting upon a compliance or otherwise with the Standing 
Orders ; but we must not conceal from ourselves that a very considerable number 
of gentlemen, far outnumbering those five, have the power to attend upon those 
Committees, all of whom may be considered as interested Members, who have 
the interest of private parties to advocate. 

725. Mr. -FrewcA.] But that is not the ease at present with regard to railways? 

—Not with regard to railways, but it is with regard to Private Committees gene’ 
rally, m all cases except under the regulation that has been recently adopted with 
regard to railways. ^ 

726. Mr. /F , Was it not one principal reason for referringthe Standing 

Orders, as is now the practice, to one Committee, that there was great confusion 
found to exist in Committees on the Bills, in consequence of their duties not 
living been properly defined up to a certain point ?— In former days, the duty of 
the Jlembers of Committees was performed in a manner so partial, and so indiffer- 
ently, that It was a common subject of complaint in and out of the House, and 
the prweedmgs m the House were strongly objected to, and it was considered the 
duty of the House to apply a remedy ; which remedy is the system which is now 
^opted upon all Bills, whether railways or others, the practice only on Kailwav 
Buis bemg of much more recent date, having been instituted only at the com- 
raencemeut of the present Session, 

727 . Mr. FrcwcA.j Are you aware that it is a cause of complaint, now, that the 

decisions of the standing Orders Committee ai*e not uniform, owing to their bein^ 
gjvemed very much by the Chairman of the Sub-committee before whom the 
Bill 13 on^nally brought ?— 1 never heard of any such complaint, and I think that 
A ? injustice ; I have never known the Standing 

Urdere Committee governed by the opinion of the Chairmen of the Sub-commit- 
tees, but on the other hand, the information obtained from those gentlemen is a very 
^t aid to the Standing Orders Committee, and enables them, according to the best 
ot tbeir^dgment, to come to decisions that are in all cases perfectly equitable. 

/ 28 . Would you see any objection to the appointment of an officer in Ireland, 
ore whom compliance with the Standing Orders should be proved, previous to the 
Session of Parliament ? — I have never considered that sub- 
+ -I thmk it might be well to submit it to the Committee on private husi- 
ss , at the same time it must be well known to this Committee that there is a 
persons to give their evidence in Ireland before a 
sha^ ^istairt-barrister ; and that that evidence may be sent here in a written 
witMsi^ hSr ^ purpose of saving the expense of bringing 

whie^T you good enough to read the Standing Order to 

to application for a Private Bill relating 

Orders » ’ ^^®.^ommittee may admit proof of the compliance with the Standing 
assiefo ° ^ouse, on the production of affidavits sworn before any judge or 
admkfpd' part of the United Kingdom, whose certificate shall be 

reauirAfi ^ ®^uence of such proof having been made, unless the Committee shall 
■^icb ^■''idenee.” But it should be recollected that the Standing Orders 

“6 Standing Order, No. 12 , may he proved before a judge or bar- 
public^' those Standing Orders which relate to the notices and the 

^ newspapers — they are not many — of the mattei’s that would be 

Sub-committee on Petitions. 

uec^'tv ®^uding Order does not dispense altogether with the 

hig Ord^ ° onnging witnesses from Ireland to prove compliance with the Stand- 
73 ’ Sub-committee on Petitions? — No, I apprehend not. 

1 hW ^ And it is not conclusive even in that particular case ? — 

*'32 Q which will enable me to give an answer to that question. 

Yes. * There is a precisely similar order with regard to Scotland ? — 

alteration made in that Standing Order you would recom- 
3,^ ‘ould apply equally to Scotland ?-Yes. 

G 3 734 - And 
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734. And I believe the Standing Order, No. 10 , is analogous -with regard to | 

England ? — In a great measure it is analogous. , 

735. Mr. Redington^ Has the Committee on Standing Orders ever had to i 
investigate the question relative to the engineering properties of the line?— i 
further than as there have been representations made to the Standing Orders ’ 
Committee of defects which were a non-compliance with the Standing Orders; 
and when such has been the case, we have examined the extent of those defects, 
and have considered whether they were of so important a character as rendered it 
necessary that we should stop the further proceeding of the Bill. 

736. Are there Standing Orders which limit the dimensions of the curves upon 
the lines, and regulate the gradients ? — The Sub-committee on Petitions havn^ 
reported that there has been a defective observance of that which is required I7 
the Standing Orders with regard to gradients or curves occurring on the line, 01 
any other engineering point, the Standing Orders Committee inquire into the 
extent of it, and see whether it is of such a nature as to render it expedient tb« 
the measure should not be proceeded with. 

737. Mr. PT. Patten.] From your experience in the Standing Orders Committee, 
have you observed that the plans of railways and other public works are bron^ 
now before the House of Commons in a much more perfect state than they used 
to be a few years ago?— With regard to railways, I can give no comparative 
opinion *, but with regard to Private Bills generally, I should say that since tbe i 
institution of the Standing Orders Committee, the preparation of Private Bills, aud ' 
tbe conduct of private business, is very materially improved, and that since tlie 
institution, of the Sub-committee on Petitions, and the alterations that have be«i 
made with regard to Committees, a very great improvement has taken place, and 
as far as I can learn, there is now very little to be complained of. 

738. Mr. ErewcA.] Do you mean by improvements, that the improvements 
are as regards the interests of the public, or mere improvements in getting up the 
plans ? — I think they are improvements with reference to the intei'ests of the public. 

739. Mr. Redington.] You stated that a copy of the Bill was appended to the 
Petition : is reference made to the Bill by the Standing Orders Committee in s 
case which may be referred to them ?-^That depends upon what the questicm s 
upon which the Standing Orders Committee have to decide ; there am certdi 
matters referred to the Standing Orders Committee which render it necessary for 
them to go into those Bills ; hut, generally speaking, the Standing Orders Com- 
mittee are not required to enter into the merits of any measure that is hronght ‘ 
before them. Occasionally, references are made to the Standing Orders Com- ( 
mittee of amendments proposed to be made in the House, upon the considersta* 
of the reports of Bills, and upon the third reading; in such cases, those ament 
ments, often including clauses, are referred to the Standing Orders Committee to ! 
consider whether they are of such a nature as the House ought to entertain, and 
under those circumstances, it frequently happens that the Standing Orders Com- ■ 
mittee are obliged to examine into the merits of the measure, in order to de- I 
termine whether the proposed amendments or clauses ought to be adopted. 1) 

740. Mr. French.] But in relation to any error, or supposed error, in the piaa r 
laid before you, if it was alleged that certain infringements in the Standi^ I 
Orders were made, and the answer on the other side was, that within the liffli** 7 
of deviation that could be taken under the Bill, such breaches of the Stimduf 
Orders did not arise, would you think it necessary to examine into the Bill 
order to discover whether that was or was not the fact ? — If the circumstancfl 
were of such a nature as to render it necessary for the Standing Orders Com- 
mittee to ascertain the fact, they would, without hesitation, examine into the con- 
tents of the Bill, to see what were the provisions confining the parties to any 
ticular limits or distances. 

741. Are you aware of any instances in which the Standing Orders Committee 
have examined the provisions of a Bill for such a purpose ? — 1 have not the 
doubt that they have occasionally done so, but no particular instance at the 
moment occurs to me ; because it frequently happeim that the promoters in ^ 
statements give a copy of the clause of their Bill, which does enforce their obserr- ^ 
ance of particular distances from the line of tbe railway, and such, I believe, 

the case in an Irish Railway Bill this Ses.sion. 1 
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